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LONDON, JULY 23, 1870. 
——~>——— 

THE MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY BILL has been 
returned by the Select Committee of the House of Lords 
in such a form that, to use a popular expression, “ its 
own mother would not know it again.” In fact, the 
whole bill has disappeared, and instead we have a num- 
ber of isolated provisions dealing with particular cases of 
admitted hardship, but leaving the general law outside 
those particular cases quite untouched. We quite agree 
with Lord Houghton that this is a bill “founded on a 
total absence of principle,’ but in that respect it is in 
accordance with most of our remedial legislation. As 
we entirely disapproved of the principle contained in the 
bill as it was sent up to their Lordships, we cannot regret 
that that principle has been negatived; and, as a tem- 
porary expedient, until some satisfactory principle can 
be determined upon, we are glad to accept the bill in its 
altered form, as removing some of the most obvious evils 
of the present law, without introducing, at least to any 
appreciable extent, the objectionable features of the 
original bill. But we still hope at no very distant 
period to see that true rational principle established 
which has for nearly a century been the governing prin- 
diple in a large part of Europe, and which has been al- 
ready advocated on more than one occasion in these 
columns. 

Since the bill passed through committee we have 
learned that Lord Romilly has succeeded in introducing 
on the report an amendment in accordance with his Lord- 
ship’s own constant practice, settling on the married 
woman the whole of any legacy under £200 which may 
be bequeathed to her generally. We have no objection 
to this. It was urged that when the testator has not 
chosen to say that the fund should be settled, the law 
ought not to settle it; but the obvious answer is that 
this is already done whenever the aid of the Court of 
Chancery has to be invoked by the husband, and the 
present Lord Chancellor has directed, in Re Swan 
(12 W. R. 738, 2 H. & M. 34), that the money may be 
paid into court by the executor for the mere purpose of 
having it so settled. Surely then it is but right to make 
the settlement matter of law, without this circuitous and 
expensive procedure for the purpose. 








THE GOVERNMENT INTEND to introduce a bill “ to 
amend the neutrality laws,” by which, of course, is meant, 
not the international law of neutrality, which can only be 
dealt with by international convention, but those statutes 
(Foreign Enlistment Acts, &c.) by which the British 
Legislature has endeavoured to guide British subjects 
into compliance with the terms of the conventions by 
Which the subject is regulated. It is, of course, important 
that in such a time as the present our legislation of this 
description should be as complete as possible, With 
respect to “contraband of war,” a most important topic 
to the shipping and mercantile interest, the Government 
decline the responsibility of a definition. Practically, it 





is for the Prize Court of the capturing flag to say what is 
contraband of war in the individual case. In the present 
days of steam navigation coal would probably be considered 
contraband, and such was the view adopted by the 
Foreign Office in 1859, in a letter of advice quoted by 
Mr, Gladstone on Thursday evening last. 





THE LORD CHANCELLOR’s BILL for the Improvement 
of the Judicial Committee is not, we fear, well calculated 
to effect the object for which it was avowedly introduced. 
The bill, in our opinion, does at once too much and too 
little. It does too little because, instead of enabling every 
Privy Councillor, whose previous training might be pre- 
sumed to have fitted him for the task, to advise the Crown 
as to the exercise of its appellate prerogative, it merely 
em powers the Crown toadd a further limited number to the 
two persons who can at present be arbitrarily appointed 
members of the Committee. This seems to us faulty in 
principle as well as inexpedient. The Privy Councillors 
are her Majesty’s highest and most trusted advisers, and 
their ranks are continually recruited from amongst those 
who bear or have borne the highest places in all the 
different walks of life, and the positioa of a Privy 
Councillor ought of itself to be considered sufficient 
qualification for a member of this Committee, if only 
that position has been attained by reason of “ judi- 
cial” services of any kind. The guaranty that no 
unqualified persons shall be found sitting on this 
Committee should be sought in the exclusion of all 
persons below the rank of Privy Councillors, not in the 
arbitrary selection ‘of a limited number from amongst 
those equally eligible. Granted that no one should be a 
member of this Committee who is not a “judicial ”’ 
member of the Privy Council—i.e., unless, he holds, or 
has held, some high judicial or quasi-judicial office; nay 
more, unless his appointment as a Privy Councillor was 
directly consequent upon his tenure of such office— 
surely it might be assumed that no such person would 
be sworn on the Privy Council unless either his personal 
qualifications or the office which he filled was sufficient 
to entitle him to take rank with the colleagues whom 
he would find there. As the bill is drawn, the Commit- 
tee will still consist of an unlimited number of purely 
English judges and ex-judges; while the number of 
judges representing all the rest of the empire, and 
particularly the colonies (who never could, in the 
nature of things, be very numerously represented there) 
is still so arbitrarily confined as to render it not impos- 
sible that services of the highest value may from time to 
time have to be dispensed with merely from want of 
room on the Committee. And yet the universality, so to 
speak, of the Committee, and the power of employing the 
most distinguished services, wherever found, constitutes 
one of its principal claims to the confidence and obedi- 
ence of the colonial tribunals. 

Again, the bill seems to us to do too little, in confin- 
ing the number of sub-committees which may sit at 
one time to two. Provided always that not less than 
three members sit on each sub-committee, there can be 
no good reason why the number of such sub-committees 
sitting at once should be limited at all, for there is cer- 
tainly no ground for supposing that any such limita- 
tion would tend to strengthen the committee or com- 
mittees actually sitting; on the contrary, experience 
shows beyond controversy that not more than three 
members wonld attend, as a general rule, even though 
but a single Court should be formed. Surely, then, the 
bill might well have left the Committee power to form 
as many divisions as it could whenever there was suffi- 
cient pressure of business to call for sub-division at all. 

On the other hand the bill, so niggardly with reference 
to Indian and colonial judges, contains a provision 
enabling the Crown to appoint any barrister of fifteen . 
years standing, (which means, we presume, though it is 
not so stated, at the bar of England,) who might happen 
to have been made a Privy Councillor, a member of this 
Committee, although he might never have held any 
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judicial office at all, or even been entrusted witha 
solitary brief in his whole career. He might have been 
sworn of the Privy Council because he had inherited a 
peerage, or on account of high political claims; he might, 
for instance, be Chancellor of the Exchequer, or a Secre- 
tary of State, and thereupon, if only he had been called 
to the bar fifteen years before, though he had never even 
attempted to practice, he is to be eligible to be appointed 
a member of a court of appeal of the highest dignity 
and power. This clearly ought not so to be. 

Finally, we conceive that the idea of paying salaries 
to the members of the Committee is a grave mistake. 
The dignity of the Court is a large part of its effici- 
ency, and that dignity depends, we think, very much on 
the fact that these are the constitutional advisers of the 
Crown directing the sovereign in the exercise of one of 
her highest prerogatives; a fact which would inevitably 
be lost sight of in the decisions of a court mainly com- 
posed, as it would inevitably become, of salaried judges. 
If it be found by experience, as may be the case, that 
without some pecuniary inducement sufficient regularity 
of attendance cannot be obtained, it would, we think, be 
far better to set about this by some graduated scale of 
pension, to be regulated according as the member did or 
did not attend with regularity the sittings of the Com- 
mittee, than, by creating a class of paid judges, to lower 
the status of the court, and eventually, in all probability, 
destroy its prestige. Moreover it cannot be doubted that 
from the time the paid judges began to sit, the atten- 
dance of the unpaid members would fall away, till at no 
distant period all that is distinctive in the Judicial 
Committee wouid be lost, and we should merely have 
added another, and by no means judiciously, to the re- 
gular paid courts of the country. 





IT HAS BEEN UNDERSTOOD that a petition would be 
presented in reference to the late Norwich election, 
praying that the election of Mr. Tillett might be de- 
clared void, and claiming the seat for Mr. Huddleston. 


The time for presentation has not yet expired, and 
we have no information beyond the reports in circula- 
tion. Supposing, however, that the facts relied on by 
the petition if presented should be those referred to in 
the opinion of Mr. Mcllish and Mr. Barstow which has 
been published, we must doubt its success, 

We may assume for our present purpose that the facts 
proved to the satisfaction of the Royal Commissioners 
could if necessary be proved again, and that, therefore, 
it would turn out that Mr. Tillett did in 1868 make 
payments to secure the show of hands at the nomination. 
Of course, in a proceeding to which he was a party, Mr. 
Tillett might be able to put a different interpretation on 
the affair. If, however, he did make such payments we 
have little doubt it amounted to bribery within the 
meaning of the Acts, Upon this point the opinion of 
counsel isclear, and we see no reason to doubt it. In- 
deed, after the recent decision in the Bristol case it seems 
impossible todo so. It appears, however, to be assumed 
in the opinion of the public that if Mr. Tillett was 
guilty of bribery as a candidate for Norwich in 1868, 
he is necessarily disqualified to become a candidate in 
1870, during the same Parliament, We think that is 
not so. By the Common Law of Parliament bribery ata 
particular election disqualifies for that election, but it is 
only by statute, if at all, that bribery at one election 
can be a disqualification at a subsequent one, 
On reference to the statutes it will be seen that the dis- 
qualification does not depend upon the candidate’s having 
been guilty of bribery, but upon his having been reported 
to be #0 by particular specified tribunals, 

By the 26th section of the Act of 1854 a candidate 
reported guilty of bribery by a committee of the House 
of Commons was disqualified for sitting for the same 
place in the same Parliament. By the 46th section of 
31 & 32 Vict. c. 125, it is declared that the report of a 
judge trying an election petition shall have the same 
effect. There is, however, no section giving this effect 





to the report of commissioners, or imposing the disqnali. 
fication on the candidate generally and independently 
of the manner of detection of his guilt, or even upon hig 
conviction upon indictment: Curiously enough, however, 
the 44th section of the 31 & 32 Vict. c, 125, disqualifieg 
candidates who employ as agents or canvassers persong 
whom they know to have been reported by Royal Com. 
missioners as guilty of corrupt practices. Mr. Till 
therefore, though apparently not disqualified to be 4 
principal was disqualified from being an agent or can. 
vasser on the ground of his having been reported by the 
Commissioners. He probably canvassed for himself anj 
he no doubt knew that he had been so reported, but we 
apprehend he cannot be said to have employed himself 
as a canvasser on his own behalf, so as to come withip 
the meaning of this section. If he employed any other 
person who had been associated with him on the pre: 
vious occasion and had also been reported, the case would 
be different. 

Supposing, however, that a petitioner succeeded in 
making out that Mr. Tillett was disqualified to stand at 
the recent election, further questions of nicety would 
arise, as to whether Mr. Huddleston could obtain the seat, 
This would depend upon whether it could be made ont 
that a number of voters exceeding Mr. Tillett’s majority 
had notice of his disqualification. We believe notice 
was in fact given toa large number of voters, but ques- 
tions would arise which have hitherto been discussed 
principally before parliamentary committees, as to the 
nature of the notice which would be sufficient, and as to 
how far voters must be presumed to know the law upon 
doubtful points, and to know that a person who ata 
previous election had paic for a show of hands was dis- 
qualified for standing. Further questions might arise as 
to whether voters might not be qualified in presuminga 
man to be innocent who had never been convicted. 





THE GOVERNMENT HAVE STATED that they intend to 
fill the vacancy in the Lords Justices’ Court, but we be- 
lieve there is no probability that any appointment will 
be made this side of the Long Vacation. 





THE JUDICATURE COMMISSION AND THE 
COUNTY COURTS. 


We were enabled to give our readers last week an ac- 
count of the recommendations made to the Judicature 
Commission by the Committee of their own number 
appointed to inquire into the subject of the county 
courts and other inferior tribunals. Of course the 
recommendations of this Committee are in no sense 
binding upon the commission, and may or may not be 
adopted by that body; but the quarter from which they 
come gives them very great weight and importance, and 
some of the most serious of the proposals thus made will, 
we think, be read with considerable surprise. 

It will probably tend to make the case clearer if we 
classify the proposals of the Committee under several dis- 
tinct heads, 

In the first place there are a number of suggestions 
made, tosome of which the Committee give their distinct 
adhesion, which are aimed merely at improving the 
working of the county court system by changes in its 
details, but which do not tend to alter its fundamental 
character, and have not necessarily anything to do with 
the extent of its jurisdiction. We need not remind our 
readers that, as a general rule, a plaintiff who sues for a 
small debt in the county court has no means of knowing 
whether his claim is to be disputed or not until the 
case is actually called on in court, and consequently 
he has to incur in each case all the expense of preparing 
his evidence and summoning his witnesses often only 
to find that his money is thrown away. This has long 
been felt as one of the mosi vbvious practical defects of 
the county court system. And the Committee have only 
followed the advice which has been long and pressingly 
urged by professional men when they advise an exten- 
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sion of the system of default summonses. The only 
real difficulty attending this matter is to guard against 
injustice to ignorant and unbusiness-like defendants; and, 
of course, most defendants are of thisclass. As to this 

int the commissioners will not be much assisted by 
the somewhat sketchy suggestions of their Committee. 
They make one recommendation, however, whichis worthy 
of consideration, namely, that-default summonses should 
be printed on paper of a particular colour. 

The next recommendation, that plaintiffs should have 
the option of serving process themselves or by their 
attorneys instead of employing the officers of the court, 
is probably a wise one. But we doubt whether it will, if 
adopted, have any great effect in cheapening proceedings ; 
for unless the present system be abandoned altogether 
the number of county court officers cannot be very mate- 
rially diminished. We believe that the real remedy for 
the evils now felt in this department, as for many of the 
other faults of the county courts, is to be sought in a far 
more vigorous system of supervision and control from 
above over the courts and all their officers, from the judge 
to the humblest bailiff, than any which is now exercised. 

A very serious change is advocated by the Committee, 

and one which certainly should not be adopted without 
mature consideration, when they recommend the abolition 
of what they call the banking system, by which the 
Courts not only decide between the parties but also re- 
ceive the sums adjudged to be due and pay them over to 
the proper quarter, keeping the necessary accounts re- 
lating to each case. Of course the abolition of this sys- 
tem would save expense. But we doubt much whether 
it would not also destroy the efficiency of the Courts for 
the discharge of their most important duty, namely, the 
collection of very small debts, and render the system of 
payment byinstalments in small cases practically unwork- 
able. We are sure, at least, that the Committee are misled 
by afalse analogy when they draw an inference from the 
various local courts, such as the Lord Mayor’s Court in 
London, or the Court of Passage in Liverpool. Such 
courts deal practically with a different class of suitors 
and a different class of suits from thecounty courts, It 
would probably be quite safe to assume that most of the 
causes which such courts try are for claims of five, ten, or 
twenty pounds, and most of the suitors persons of some 
education. But in the county courts the average amount 
claimed is barely two pounds; the great majority of 
claims must therefore be far below thatsum. And the 
great bulk of suitors are no more competent to keep 
correct accounts than they are to command an army. 
_ Auother change which the Committee seem to approve 
is, that central county courts should be established on 
the various circuits, to which certain classes of business 
should be remitted. This is a change which, if it were 
not carried too far nor applied too generally, if its work- 
ing were kept under very stringent supervision, and if 
it were aimed wholly to the better working of the 
existing system, we should approve. It would, we 
think, be for the interest of the suitors, and econo- 
mise labour and expense, if cases sent from the superior 
courts were always heard in the larger towns, not in 
country villages; and the same may be said of some 
other classes of cases. The county courts were never 
intended, and are utterly unfitted, for the trial of sub- 
stantial disputes. But jurisdiction over such matters has 
been forced upon them, and such a change as that pro- 
posed might probably diminish the disadvantages under 
which the county court judges are called upon to dis- 
charge their difficult and various duties, The Com- 
mittee, however, seem to contemplate something very 
different from this in the change which they suggest; 
We shall consider what they do mean directly. 

There is one proposal of the Committee which seems to 
have been made in complete oblivion of the county 
court legislation of the last few years, Up to the year 
1867 the duties of the registrar of a county court were 
Almost exclusively ministerial; his work was office work, 
requiring integrity and intelligence, but no very special 





qualification beyond. And as long as this was so, we can 
well understand that it might be a question whether a 
fully qualified professional man was necessary in every 
court as registrar. But by, the Act of 1867 the judge 
may, and we believe that in fact every judge in England 
but one ordinarily does leave all undefined actions of con- 
tract to be adjudicated upon by the registrar; and under 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, almost the whole jurisdiction 
in bankruptcy may be, and generally is, exercised by the 
registrars of those courts which have jurisdiction in 
bankruptcy. The registraris therefore no longer a mere 
ministerial officer, he is a judge, and he has, as such, 
to dispose of an enormous majority of the common law 
actions which come before the Court, and in bankruptcy 
to try the most difficult questions of law and fact. Yet 
the Committee seriously and decidedly advise that for 
the future there shall be only one registrar for each cir- 
cuit, who is to sit in person apparently at the principal 
town of the circuit, and be represented at the smaller 
towns, either by “ his own clerks,” or “ other professional 
men acting as his deputies.” The plan would no doubt 
be cheap, as the Committee suggest. But we question 
whether even economy would reconcile the public to the 
spectacle of an attorney’s clerk from a neighbouring 
town sitting to hear causes, adjudicate bankrupts, and 
try questions of fraudulent preferences and priorities, 
If, on the other hand, the Committee mean their sug- 
gestions to apply only to office work, then, to speak of 
common law business only, the chief registrar must go 
round the circuit with the judge, and in fact give his 
whole time to the work. No one, we presume, will sup- 
pose that an attorney of the right class can be induced 
to do this for less than twelve or fifteen hundred a-year; 
and the proposal therefore is simply a proposal to double 
the number of county court judges. And as for bank- 
ruptcy, the Committee seem to have forgotten its exis- 
tence. Bankruptcies cannot wait, and therefore the chief 
registrar must either be in several places at once or send 
a clerk to some of them. 

So far we have spoken of suggestions which are or 
may be intended to improve the efficiency of the present 
county court system; and some of those suggestions, as 
we have said, seem to us useful, some very much the 
reverse, and others of doubtful value. We have, secondly, 
to consider the recomendations of the Committee as to 
jurisdiction. The Committee recommend that the juris- 
diction should be extended both as regards amount 
and as regards the nature of the subject-matter of litiga- 
tion, And they say tbat public opinion and the evidence 
taken both point to such an extension. As to public 
opinion, it either means the vague impression of people 
who know nothing about the matter, in which case it 
deserves little attention, for such vagua impressions are 
the very things which Royal Commissions are appointed 
to correct; or else it means the opinions of those who 
are competent to judge upon the subject, and in this case 
we venture to think that we can estimate this opinion 
as well as the Committee can do. As to the evidence 
taken by the Committee, we have not, of course, the 
power of speaking with certainty; but we are very 
much misinformed if the evidence in favour of an ex- 
tension of jurisdiction was not mainly that of a certain 
number of the county court judges themselves, who 
would be more than human if they did not take an exag- 
gerated view of the merits of their own courts. Let us 
see how the case stands upon the evidence which is open 
to all of us. The bar are confessedly opposed to any 
such extension of jurisdiction as that proposed; but it 
will be said that the bar are interested parties. The 
attorneys, if we may judge by the voice of their re- 
cognised organs, take the same view; the Incorporated 
Law Society have spoken very clearly upon the question; 
and, so far as we know, the various Provincial Law 
Societies have concurred with them. As to litigants in 
these courts, there are two particular classes who have 
touse them on a large scale, namely, wholesale dealers 
and tallymen, Tallymen have no interest in the ques- 
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tion of extension, for if tallymen are in the habit of 
giving credit up to fifty pounds, things are worse than 
we thought. To the wholesale dealer the county court 
is the greatest nuisance in existence. A brewer at 
Burton-on-Trent sends his beer, and a Manchester ware- 
houseman sends his printed goods, into every town in 
England. At Christmas and Midsummer he has pro- 
bably a hundred small debts to recover. If he can 
instruct his attorney to issue a hundred writs in the 
Common Pleas his course is easy. But under the sounty 
court system he must employ a hundred attorneys 
t>» issue summonses out of a hundred county 
courts;—no small inconvenience. And if the cases 
should have to be tried, which of course is rarely 
the case, he must send the same witnesses rushing 
through England from county court to county court 
to prove all these demands. Wholesale dealers are, 
therefore, of course anxious to have county court juris- 
diction diminished rather than increased. But what 
about the great mass of litigants who cannot be 
reduced to any defined classification ? Can their feeling 
on the subject be tested ? We think it can. There has 
been for years a power of trying cases up to any amount 
in the county court by consent. That enactment has 
been a simple dead letter. Recourse to the equitable 
jurisdiction of the courts is practically optionable ; and 
the result is that hardly anyone has ever applied to it. 
But further, without any consent, the plaintiff may pro- 
cee! in the county court for claims up to £50. Yet only 
about one plaint in a hundred is for a sum over £20; 
from which it may safely be inferred that the bulk of 
the claims over £20 which are brought in the county 
court are those in which a substantial fear exists of not 
recovering more than £20 if the action is in contract, or 
£10 if in tort, and therefore of not getting costs. In 
truth, if there be any one fact in the history of county 
courts perfectly clear, it is that nothing but a penal 
clause as to costs has ever driven any class of causes 
into the county courts from the superior courts, Where, 
then, is to be found the proof of a general desire for the 
extension of county court jurisdiction? 

The Committee, however, make another suggestion, ! 
and apparently with approval, of a graver nature than 
any we have yet had to consider, a suggestion which 
would, by a side wind as it were, revolutionise the whole 
judicial system of the country from one end to the other. 
According to that proposal the mass of the county courts 
throughout the country would be reduced in importance, 
and presided over by judges at small salaries. All really 
serious cases would be transferred to central courts, held 
at a few places throughout the kingdom, far fewer in 
number than the present number of circuits. The juris- 
diction of these central courts would be increased to a 
great, if not an unlimited extent; and they would be 
presided over by judges at salaries far above those of the 
present county court judges. Such is what the Commit. | 
tee suggest. We presume also, though they have, oddly 
enough, said nothing on the subject, that they would 
also supply these central courts with a machinery, 
a staff of officers, and a system of procedure some- 
what resembling those of the superior courts, suffi- 
ciently, at least, to enable them to do their 
work with something like efficiency. Now we ask our 
readers what this proposal amounts to, if we throw asido 
names? It is not a proposal to improve the county 
courts. It is a proposal to establish a totally new class 
of courts, practically to do the same work which the 
superior courts now do, It is a proposal to introduce 
the provincial system under cover of another name. 

There is much to be said in favour of the provincial sys- 
tem, though ourown opinion is strongly opposed to it; and 
until the Judicature Commissioners made their first re- 
port there were some who expected that they would re- 
commend its adoption. But they did not do so; on the 
contrary, they recommended the establishment of a High 
Court of Justice on a scale amply sufficient to dispose of 


———<—<—= 
thereby impliedly rejecting the other theory whig, 
would render the greater part of that elaborate machi 
superfluous. The Committee whose recommendations 
have been considering seem to take a different viey, 
but we do not believe the Commission will be led 
them. We do not believe they will repudiate their oy, 
report and stultify the bills now before Parliament, » 
recommend the establishment at double expense of ty 
separate instruments for doing the same work. Weh 
and believe that their recommendations, whatever 
may be, will be directed to the simple end of increas 
to the utmost degree the efficiency, rapidity, and econ 
of the county courts for the purposes for which they wen 
designed, namely, the recovery of small debts, and of 
the superior courts for the purpose for which they ap 
designed, namely, the disposal of matters of real litiga. 
tion. 








RECENT DECISIONS, 


EQUITY. © 
TRANSFER OF CAUSE FROM COUNTY COURT. 
Baker v. Wait, V.C.J., 18 W. R. 185, L. R. 9 Eq. 103, 


The 10th section of the original Act (28 & 29 Vict. ¢ 
99) conferring equitable jurisdiction on the county courts 
prescribes the county courts in which the several kindy 
of proceedings are to be instituted, concluding witha 
kind of residuary clause enacting that “ proceedings in 
any suit or matter under this Act, which are not other. 
wise provided for, shall be taken or instituted in the 
county court within the district in which the defendants 
or any or either of them shall reside or carry on business,” 
Section 3 gives the Vice-Chancellors an absolute discre- 
tion to transfer any matter to the Court of Chancery on 
application by any party. 

Baker v. Wait was a case falling under this residuary 
clause, and the plaint was issued from the Bristol County 
Court, within the district of which one, and one only, of 
the five defendants resided, the others being scattered 
over various parts of the south west of England. But 
the defendant who lived in the Bristol district was sub- 
stantially in the same interest as the plaintiff, at any 
rate there was no substantial question between them, 
Vice-Chancellor James on this ground transferred the 
cause to the Court of Chancery. He further went on to 
say that, there being no substantial defendant within the 
district, an order of the county court would have been 
void, That is within the spirit, if not within the letter, 
of the enactment. 





WINDING-UP—APPEAL FROM ORDER. 


Re Contract Corporation. Ex parte Ebbw Vale Company, 
L.C., 18 W. R, 222, 

Section 124 of the Companies Ac!, 1862, enacts that 
there shall be no rehearing of or appeal from orders or 
decisions made in a winding-up, unless notice is given 
within three weeks after the order complained of has 
been made, or unless such time is extended by the Court 
of Appeal. The Joint Stock Companies Winding-up Act, 
1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. 108), s. 33, was the original of 
this section, and the Master of the Rolls in Re Jtisca 
Coal and Iron Company (87 L. J. Ch, 429), held, 
apropos of that section, that the three weeks are to be 
computed from the date when the decision was pro- 
nounced by the judge, not that of the drawing-up of the 
order, As to the grounds on which the Court will or 
will not grant extension, no rigid limits are either 
possible or desirable. In “te Wiltshire Iron Company 
(16 W. R, 444), Lord Cairns granted an extension 
because important documents had been disvovered, on 
the absence of which the judgment had to some extent 
proceeded. It is not enough to say that no harm has 
been done by the delay (te Samuel’ Bastow & Co., 87 
L. J. Ch. 52,16 W. R. Ch. Dig. 46). In Re Hull Forge 
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Justices (Knight Brace and Turner), refused to extend 
the time merely because a judge of co-ordinate jurisdic- 
tion had in the interim pronounced -a contrary decision. 
The House of Lords had acted on the same view in 
Beran v. Countess of Mornington (8 H. L. 525). But 
a contrary decision by an appellate court is a very 
different matter, and is held in the present case to be a 
reasonable ground for the extension. Other cases on this 


section are cited in the second edition of Shelford on Joint 
Stock Companies, p. 251. 


SaLE oF LAND By AvcTion AcT (1867)—PuFFINa, 
Gilliatt v. Gilliatt, M.R., 18 W. R. 203. 

As we commented on this decision (ante p. 127) the 
Saturday after it was delivered, a short note will suffice 
in this column, The 30th & 31st Vict. c. 48 put an end 
to the doubts and the conflicts between the equity and 
common law rules in the matter of puffing, by peremp- 
torily assimilating the equity rule to that at common law; 
and though Lord St. Leonards considered the equity rule 
the best, we must agree with the present Master of the 
Rolls in thinking it the wholesome course to forbid 
puffing practices, and require all to be fair and above 
board. Section 5 of the Act says the conditions of 
sale must state whether there is a reserved price, or 


whether a right to bid is reserved, or else it shall not be ; 
lawful for the seller to employ anyone to bid, or the | 


auctioneer knowingly to take a bid from any such person. 
In Gilliatt v. Gilliatt the conditions of sale stated that 
there was a reserved price, but said nothing about any 
biddings; a puffer having been employed, who did not, 
however, bid up to the reserve price, the Master of the 
Rolls discharged the purchaser. 


PRACTICE AS TO CONCURRENT SUITS IN DIFFERENT 
BRANCHES OF THE Court. 
Orrell v. Busch, L.3.G., 18 W. R. 588, L.R. 5 Ch. 467. 
The policy of the rule has been questioned which en- 
titles the plaintiff to mark his bill fur which court he 
thinks fit, and it has been suggested that bills should be 
marked for the different courts in rotation. The present 
rule, however, cannot have been intended to give a 


plaintiff liberty to mark-a bill for one branch of the | 


court where another bill relating to the subject-matter 


has been already marked for another branch of the court. | 
' the provisions of the bankruptcy law with reference to 


This having been attempted in the present case, the Lord 
Justice Giffard laid down this rule, that where a party, 
knowing that a suit has been instituted in one branch of 


the court, files his bill in another branch of the court in | 


respect of the same subject-matter, if an application to 
the Court of Appeal for a transfer of the second cause 
becomes {necessary, the plaintiff in that cause will in 


general be ordered to pay all the costs of the application. | 
There is no reason, it seems, why the application should | 


be delayed until the decree is made. 


LIMITED LIABILITY AND Non-LIABILITY. 
Re Baglan Hall Colliery Company, LJ.G., 18 W. R. 499, 
L. R. 5 Ch, 346. 

This is a startling decision, but the lugical sequence 
of the earlier decision in Pell’s case (18 W. R. 31). 
Seven or more persons, joint owners of any concern, may 
form themselves into a limited company for the purpose 


of carrying on the concern, and subscribe the memoran- | 


dum of association for any number of shares they may 


think fit, such shares not being stated in the memorandum | 


to be paid up. They may then commence business and 


carry it on as long as they can without inourring any | 


liability whatever, provided they insert in the artieles of 
association a proviso that the shares subscribed for shall 
be deemed to be fully paid-up. This was the course pur- 
sued in the Baglan Hali Colliery case, and the decision 
on appeal was that the shares subscribed for must be 
taken as having been fully paid-up by the handing over 
the colliery, The Vice-Chancellor had hel@, as the 
Master of the Rolls has held in several cases, that the 





obligation to take and pay for shares subscribed for must 
be satisfied by the delivery to the company of money or 
money’s worth after the formation of the company. The 
Court of Appeal has decided that the delivery may be 
either before or after, and what we venture to regard as 
the obvious intention of the Legislature, that the memo- 
randum must be signed in respect of, at least, seven 
shares not paid up, is thus frittered away, added to 
which there is no security where property is handed over 
antecedent to the formation of the company that the 
value of the property so handed over shall correspond 
with the nominal value of the shares subscribed for in 
exchange. The Lord Justice did well to add that if 
people will deal with limited companies, without looking 
at the memorandum and articles, they must take the 
consequences. Persons who have dealings with acompany 
are not now safe in assuming the liability of the subscribers 
to be what it appears to be on the face of the document, 
or indeed to have any existence at all. They are bound 
for their own protection to look at the articles also. We 
commend this case to the notice of the Legislature, 
whenever the state of the existing law of limited liability 
comes to be considered. 


BANKRUPT CONTRIBUTORIES AND THE RULE OF SET-OFF. 
Re Strang, L.3.G., 18 W. R. 475. 

Where a contributory happens to be also a creditor of 
the company there can be no- set-off allowed in the 
winding-up between the mutual debts, but he must pay 
all calls due from him before he can receive any dividend 


| in respect of his proof (Grissell’s case, 14 W. B. 1015, 
, L, R. 1 Ch. 528). 
| clause in bankruptcy, and not the ruleof administration 


But if he be a bankrupt the mutual 


adopted by the Court, is applicable, and a set-off will be 


| allowed, whether the application be made in the bank- 
| ruptcy or in the winding-up. The mutual credit clause in 

the Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act was re-enacted, with 
_ @ few apparently unimportant variations, by the Bank- 


ruptcy Act, 1869. Under the old law it was held that 
where a debtor had executed a duly registered creditor's 
deed, whether adeed of assignment (Re Duckworth, 15 
W. R.858) or a deed of inspectorship (Re Carrailli and 
Haggard’s claim, 17 W. R. 244) or a composition deed 
(Re Strang, ubi sup.), the mutual clause applied, there 
being nothing in the Companies Act, 1862, to override 


set-off, where there had been dealings between the bank- 
rupt and a company in liquidation. 

The Act of 1869 has not altered the application of the 
rule where a contributory has become bankrupt, and in 
such a case the set-off will still be allowed. In a case 


of liquidation under arrangement the rule will probably 


be the same, section 125, sub-section 7, of the Act pro- 
viding that all the provisions of the Act shall, so far as 
the same are applicable, apply to the case of a liquida- 
tion by arrangement in the same manner as if the word 
“bankrupt” included a debtor whose affairs are under 
liquidation. There is no such proviso among the regula- 


| tions of the Act as to composition with creditors. 


Re Strang also decides that where the contributory has 
before his bankruptcy assigned his debt to a third party 
the assignee will stand in the same position as the con- 
tributory would have done as to the right of set-off. 


SEIZURE QUOUSQUE—STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 
Walters v. Webd, V.C.M., 18 W. R. 86, L. R. 9 Bq. 83; 
on appeal, 18 W. R. 587. 

When a copyholder dies and no person claims to be 
admitted in his room, the lord of the manor may, after 
three proclamations, seize the copyhold into his own 
hands for want of a tenant. In such a case, unless 
there be a special custom in the manor that the copyhold 
shall be forfeited, the lord cannot seize for an absolute 
forfeiture, but only guousgue—that is, until some person 
shall come in and claim, Seizure gueusgue, according to 
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Doe v. Trueman (1 B. & Ad. 736), is in the nature of a 
process at the instance of the lord to compel an appear- 
ance by the heir and payment of the fine on admittance. 
There is no forfeiture (Doe v. Muscott, 12 M. & W. 832) 
but a simple discontinuance of the possession of the heir; 
yet although there is no forfeiture, and the lord is ina 
certain sense a trustee for the heir, yet the heir is not 
absolutely unlimited in point of time, as in the case of an 
express trust, Walters v. Webb decides that where the 
lord has seized guousque, the right of the heir to be ad- 
mitted on payment of the fines due, after he has been 
out of possession for twenty years, is barred by the 
Statute of Limitations (3 & 4 Will 4,c. 27). The ground 
of this decision was that the suit brought by the cus- 
tomary heir to compel the lord to admit him was in 
effect a suit for the recovery of land, and that there 
having been a discontinuance of the receipts and profits 
for twenty years the statute was a bar to the claim. 

It was decided in Andrews v. Hulse (6 W. R. 508), by 
Vice-Chancellor Wood, that the Court can entertain a bill 
by a copyholder to compel the lord to admit him, though 
the ordinary remedy is by mandamus. 


LeEssoR TO COMPANY ENTITLED TO OBJECT TO 
REDUCTION OF CAPITAL. 


te Telegraph Construction and Maiatenance Company, 
V.C.J., 18 W. R. 794. 


Where a company proposes to reduce its capital, every 
creditor of the company who, at the date fixed by the 
Court, is entitled to any debt or claim which, if that 
date were the commencement of the winding-up, would 
be admissible in proof against the company, shall be 
entitled to object to the proposed alterations, and to be 
entered in the list of creditors who are entitled to object 
(Companies Act, 1867, s. 13). It was held in this 
case that a person whose tenant the company was was a 
‘‘ereditor ” within the meaning of the above section in 
respect of future rent. A claim in respect of rent 
not yet accrued due cannot logically be admissible 
in proof, inasmuch as the possibility of non-payment is a 
contingency which cannot be estimated, but as a protec- 
tion to the landlord it has been decided that he is en- 
titled to enter a claim for the amount at which the future 
rent is estimated (Re Haytor Granite Company, 14 W. R. 
67,L.R. 1 Ch. 77, where, however, the company was about 
to be dissolved), though he is not entitled, when he has 
entered his claim, to have a sum equal to the dividend 
upon the amount at which the future rent is estimated 
impounded to secure payment of the future rent (Re 
London and Colonial Company, Horsey’s claim, 16 W. R. 
535, L. R. 5 Eq. 561). By a liberal interpretation of 
section 13 the Vice-Chancellor decided, that as the claim 
for the future rent might form the foundation of the 
proof, the lessor might object as a creditor to the pro- 
posed reduction of capital. A sum had in consequence 
to be appropriated to meet the payments of future rent 
during the remainder of the term. 





COMMON LAW. 


NOTICE TO PRoDUCE—SECONDARY EVIDENCE— 
FoRGERY—CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. 
Reg. v. Fitzsimons, C.C.R. (Ir.), 18 W. R. 768. 

No rule of evidence is better known than that which 
forbids the giving of verbal evidence of the contents of 
a written document. The contents of a writing must be 
proved by the production of the writing itself. There 
are, of course, exceptions to this, the most important of 
which are the cases where the writing is lost or destroyed, 
or where it is in the possession of one of the parties to 
the evit and notice to produce it at the trial has been 
given by the other side. The notice to produce does not 
compel the party who has possession of the document to 
produce it, but if he does not produce it the party giving the 
notice may give verbal evidence of its contents. 

Where an action is brought for the instrument itself 





there is no direct question as to the precise terms of 
the instrament, as in actions of trover, or detention of a. 
document, or for its negligent loss; evidence of the iden- 
tity of the document must of course be given, and to do 
this it may be necessary to proveits contents. This, 
however, may be done without giving any notice to the 
other side to produce it, and without proving its destruc. 
tion, because such evidence is not to prove the precise 
words of the writing but merely to establish identity. The 
same rule holds good in criminal cases and it has been. 
decided that “ if a person be indicted for stealing a bill or 
other written instrument its identity may be proved by 
parol evidence though no notice has been served on the 
priscner or his agent” (Taylor Ev. vol. i. p. 407, 5th ed.;. 
see Reg. v. Brennan, 3 Crew. & D. 110; and Aickle's 
case, 1 Leach, 294). 

This rule does not extend to cases of forgery, and con- 
sequently in an indictment for forging an instrument 
which the prisoner had in his possession, notice to pro- 
duce it must be given, otherwise secondary evidence of 
its contents will not be allowed (Rex v. Howarth, 4 C. & 
P. 255). In Taylor on Evidence, immediately after the 
passage we have just cited, the rule in cases of forgery 
is noticed, and it is said “ the main reason why parol 
evidence is admissible in a case of larceny though in- 
admissible in a case of forgery is that a person charged 
with stealing an instrument must know from the very 
nature of the accusation that he will be called upon to 
produce it; while an indictment for forgery furnishes 
no such intimation.” This reason, however, does not 
seem the true one, and probably a stronger ground for 
upholding the rule is that on indictment for larceny it is 
a mere question of identity, whereas in cases of forgery 
the essence of the charge is not the identity of the in- 
strument but the writing that is upon the instrument, 
and, therefore, the instrument itself must be produced. 

This latter principle was recognised in Rey. v. 
Elworthy (16 W. R. 207), and it has again been followed 
in Reg. v. Fitzsimons, which was an indictment for 
forging a bank-note. The note was in the prisoner’s 
possession, and secondary evidence? of its contents was 
given at the trial, although the prisoner had received 
no notice to produce it. The Court for Crown Cases 


Reserved in Ireland held that the secondary evidenee- 


was not admissible and quashed the conviction on the 
ground that “the prosecutrix was bound to prove the 
case affirmatively, and by the production of the best and 
most trustworthy evidence that can be procured,” and 
that the best evidence had not been given in this case. 

By this decision it is now clear (Rex. v. Howarth was 
only the ruling of a single judge) that in an indictment 
for forging a document which is in the prisoner’s posses- 
sion, notice to produce it must be given before it can be 
proved by secondary evidence; and it seems clear that the 
rule will be followed whenever the direct question at 
issue (whether in civil or criminal cases) is the writing 
itself, but will not apply where evidence of the writing 
is given merely for the purpose of identifying the 
document. 





BANKRUPTCY. 
APPEAL IN CASES PENDING AT COMMENCEMENT OF ACT. 


Ex parte Palmer, Re Palmer,L.J.G., 18 W.R. 587; LHe 
parte Anderson, Re Anderson, L.J.G., 18 W. R. 765. 
In the case of Acts drawn with such extreme brevity 

as the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, and its kindred Acts, it 
might easily have been anticipated that considerable 
difficulty would arise in the application of its provisions 
to pending bankruptcies commenced under a different 
system of law and a different scheme of procedure, And 
not only has this been the case, but some curious and 
somewhat awkward results have been arrived at. 

The language of the Bankruptcy Act is for the most 
part general, and in most of its sections there is nothing 
expressly to limit their operation to matters arising 
after the commencement of the Act. Then, again, most 
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‘of its sections deal distinctly with matters of mere pro- 
cedure; and it is a general rule of construction that 
.enactments affecting only procedure are so far retrospec- 
tive that they apply to proceedings already pending as 
well as to those subsequently commenced (Wright v. 
Hale, 9 W. R. 157 ; Kimbray v. Draper, 16 W. R. 539). 
The Bankruptcy Repeal Act, 1869, however, while re- 
pealing all the previously existing Bankruptcy Acts, by 
gection 200, provided that such repeal shall not “ affect 
any right, title, obligation or liability accrued before the 
commencement of this Act,” nor “ interfere with the pro- 
secution or affect the course of any legal proceedings 
pending in bankruptcy or otherwise under any such 
enactment before the commencement of this Act; but 
subject to the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, and to the Debtors 
Act, 1869, such proceeding shall be prosecuted as if this 
Act had not passed.” And rule 319 of the Bankruptcy 
Rules of January, 1870, says that “the foregoing rules 
shall apply, in exclusion of all other rules and orders 
heretofore made, to all proceedings commenced under 
the Act; but the principles, practice, and rules on 
which courts having jurisdiction in bankruptcy have 
heretofore acted in dealing with proceedings in bank- 
ruptcy or otherwise, shall be observed by any court with 
respect to the further prosecution of any proceedings 
pending on the 31st of December, 1869, except, &c.” 

Two classes of questions have arisen upon the subject 
—first, which of the new powers conferred upon the courts 
by the Act of 1869 apply to proceedings pending at its 
commencement; and secondly, which course of practice, 
the new or the old, is to prevail where the two are incon- 
sistent? 

As the first of these questions, in most instances in 
which a question has been raised as to whether any new 
power given to the court by the late Act applies to bank- 
ruptcies previously pending, the question has been 
answered in the affirmative. Thus, in Zv parte Wie- 
land (18 W. R. 616) it was decided by Lord Justice 
Giffard that section 80, sub-section 8, applies to such 
proceedings, so as to empower the London court to trans- 
fer the proceedings from a local.court to the London 
court. And in one of the cases now under review (Ex 
parte Anderson) the same learned judge decided that 
sections 66 and 72 likewise apply to pending proceedings, 
and that under them a court of bankruptcy has power to 
grant an injunction restraining a person to whom the 
goods of the bankrupt have been fraudulently assigned 
from dealing with them. In the same case, however, 
the Lord Justice is reported to have expressed an opinion 
that the powers under section 18, which enable a 
court of bankruptcy at any time after petition to stay 
actions against the bankrupt and to appoint a receiver, 
are not to be exercised in bankruptcies in which the 
adjudication was before the’commencement of the Act of 
1869. But this opinion seems to have been founded 
rather upon the view that in such cases the exercise of 
these powers could hardly be necessary, than upon a strict 
construction of the Act itself. 

Of the other class of questions, those having to do 
with mere practice, and of the curious results arrived 
at, the two cases now under review afford a good ex- 
ample. By section 61 of the Act of 1861 an appeal 
lay from a local court of bankruptcy direct to the Lords 
Justices; and by section 171 of the same Act thirty 
days were allowed for appealing from an order allowing 
or refusing the discharge of a bankrupt, instead of 
twenty-one days, as in other cases. By section 71 of the 
new Act, the appeal from a local court must be to the 
Chief Judge in Bankruptcy in the first instance; and by 
rule 148 the time for appeal is in every case twenty-one 
days. Now in the case of proceedings pending at the 
commencement of the latter Act, and still in progress, 
which practice is to prevail? The answer, according to 
Lord Justice Giffard, is—sometimes one and sometimes 
the other. Ifthe order appealed against be one which 
& court of bankruptcy would have had power to make 
before the Act of 1869 was passed, then the old practice 





is to prevail. And, accordingly, in Ex parte Palmer, 
where the order appealed against was one granting the 
bankrupt his discharge, the Lord Justice held that the 
assignee might appeal direct to him, and had thirty days 
for doing so. If, on the other hand, the order appealed 
against be one which, but for the Act of 1869, there 
could have been no jurisdiction to make, if it be made 
in exercise of some of the new powers conferred by 
that Act, then the new practice is to prevail. And, ac- 
cordingly, in Hx parte Anderson, where the order ap- 
pealed against was one granting an injunction against 
a stranger to the bankruptcy (an order which, before the 
Act of 1869, could not have been made), the Lord 
Justice held that the appeal ought to be to the Chief 
Judge in Bankruptcy. 


JURISDICTION OF COURT OF BANKRUPTCY OVER DEEDS 
REGISTERED UNDER SECTION 194 OF BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1861. 

Ex parte Atkinson—Re Brooks and Another, C.J.Bkey., 
18 W. R. 598. 

Two points, both of considerable importance, were 
decided by the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy in this case. 
First, he held that by virtue of section 197 of the 
Bankrupty Act, 1861, courts of bankruptcy had juris- 
diction to administer the trusts of a deed between a 
debtor and his creditors, registered under section 194 of 
that Act, though not registered under, nor otherwise 
complying with the provisions of section 192,80 as to 
become binding upon non-assenting creditors. The 
question whether courts of bankruptcy had any such 
jurisdiction is one which, as far as we know, had never 
before been expressly decided. On the one hand there 
were strong dicta of Lord Westbury in Ex parte Morgan 
(11 W. R. 316), and of the judges of the Court of Ex- 
chequer in Pearson v. Pearson (14 W. R. 842), to the 
effect that section 197 applied only to deeds registered 
under section 192. And it must be observed that sume 
of the provisions of sections 197 and 198 have been ex- 
pressly decided not to apply to any deeds but those under 
section 192; and it is somewhat difficult to see how a 
section is to split up, and be treated as partly applicable, 
and partly not applicable, to the same subject- 
matter. On the other hand, there were also dicta 
of several of the barons of the Exchequer suggest- 
ing that some of the provisions of section 197 
might be applied to deeds under section 194. It is 
curious that the point should now, for the first time, 
come to be expressly decided long after the sections in 
question have been repealed. The decision of the 
learned Chief Judge may, we think, well be open to 
question; but, at the present stage of the Act’s history, 
it is not very likely to be reviewed. 

Secondly, in the case under review, the Chief Judge 
has decided that, by the operation of section 130 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, which empowers the Lord Chan- 
cellor to transfer the business of any country district 
court to the London court, or a county court; and of 
rule 316, which directs the judge of any local court to 
have and exercise all the powers, &c., of a district court 
with respect to any trust deed, &c., executed before the 
81st December, 1869, in the same manner as, with res- 
pect to any other legal proceeding pending, a county 
court has power to execute the trusts of a deed within 
the jurisdiction of a district court whose business has 
been transferred to it. The doubt on the point arose 
from the fact that the Bankruptcy Repeal Act repeals 
the Act of 1861, only excepting from the operation of the 
repeal any “ legal proceedings” pending. It might not 
be quite clear whether the carrying out of a trust-deed 
is a legal proceeding; or, if it be not, whether the rule 
could extend the operation of the statute. But any 
other decision than that arrived at would have been so 
inconvenient that the result could hardly be seriously 
doudtful. 
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REVIEWS. 


The Law of Joint Stock Companies and other Associations, as 
Contained in the Statutes Relating to Joint Stock Companies, 
the General Ordersjand Rules of the Court of Chancery, and 
Decisions of the Courts of Law and Equity ; together with 
Industria? and Provident Societies Acts, and County Court 
Orders thereon, the Stannaries Act and Rules, and the 
Act Relating to the Abandonment of Railways and Wind- 
ing-up of Railway Companies; with Notes as to the 
mode of Procedure under them. By Epwarp W. Cox, 
Serjeant-at-Law, Recorder of Portsmouth. Seventh 
Edition, by Charles J. O'Malley, LL.B., of the Middle 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. London: Horace Cox. 


The last edition of this work was published shortly after 
the Act of 1862 came into operation, since when various 
Acts, including the Companies Act, 1867, and an almost 
countless multitude of decisions, have come into being. 

Like other works on joint stock companies, it comprises, 
first, a general introduction to the subject; and, secondly, 
the Acts, orders, rules, &c., with the decisions noted up. 
The introduction in the present edition consists of 113 
pages of criticism on the Act of 1862, with various instruc. 
tions, some of which are likely to prove serviceable to pro- 
moters, for the incorporation, &c., of joint-stock com- 
panies. The author of the introduction seems to con- 
sider the limited liability Acts to be most unjust 
departures from previous principles. ‘‘The Law of Part- 
nership,” he says, ‘‘ was founded upon the principle that 
he who acts through en agent ought to be responsible for 
his agent’s acts ; that it is politicas well as just thathe who 
shares the profit of an enterprise should be subject also to 
its losses ; that there is a mioral obligation, which it is the 
duty of a civilised and Christian nation to enforce by law, 
to pay debts, perform contracts, and make reparation for 
wrongs. Limited liability is founded on the opposite prin- 
ciple, and is designed to enable a mau to avail himssif of 
the acts of his agent, if advantageous to him, and to avoid 
responsibility for them if they should be disadvantageous ; 
to speculate for profits without being liable for losses; to 
make contracts, incur debts, and commit wrongs, the law 


depriving the creditor, the contractor, and the injured, of 
his rightful remedy against the property or the person of 


the wrongdocr, beyond the limit, however small, at 
which it may please him to determine his own liability.” 
If this criticism on the Act is well founded, what is to be 
said of the advice given by the author for the carrying out 
of such objects? In the notes, both to the introduction 
and the Acts, &,,a vast mass of cases is noted up, and in 
main all the decisions are to be found posted up, in one 
part or another, which will make the book a useful one to 
the practitioner. The introduction contains much that is 
practically useful, though it is adapted rather for the 
promoter or director than for the lawyer. The work, how- 
ever, will not compare favourably with that of Mr. Pit- 
cairn’s, which we noticed some while ago. One advantage 
it possesses over Mr, Pitcairn’s book is the fact of its later 
issue, which has enabled the editor to post up a number of 
the later cases; taking the book, however, as a whole, we 
very much prefer Mr. Pitcairn’s edition of Shelford. The 
cases are better arranged there, and the subject is treated in 
a much more “thorough” and methodical manner. The 
present work, however, is a useful one, and the latest 
practice-decisions are to be found among the annotations, 


_— — 


COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

(Belore the Loup Cuancerior and Lord Justice James), 

July 19.—Upon taking hie seat this morning the Lord 
Chancellor said ,—It oom have been consonant with my 
own feelings and tho of Lord Justice James if we could 
with propricty have closed the court for this day, but he to 
whee memory we whoald all have desired to pay this 
tribute of respect would have been the first to wish that the 
gaitors of the Court should not, even for a few hours, be 
annecessarily exposed to delay in the hearing of their 
cannes. 1 cannot, however, refrain from saying a few words 
which are calle’ forth by the dispensations of Providence, 
which twice within one year have deprived, J will not say 
seywell, tut the public, of the two colleagues whose advice 








nd concurrence for a time lightened my labours and gay 
weight to their result. With regard to Lord Justigg 
Selwyn I have before had occasion to notice the retentiyg, 
ness of his memory in regard to decided cases, and his 
good sense in applying them to the matter in question, ang 
I have thankfully acknowledged the graceful act of self. 
denial by which, notwithstanding my remonstrances, he 
declined the position which was his due by seniority of 
appointment. Our mutual confidence in each other, I am 
thankful to say, was from day to day increased, and I hay 
never ceased to regret the unexpected close of his career of 
usefulness. My colleague has lately paid a tribute to the 
distinguished qualities of Lord Justice Giffard at once a9 
complete and so discriminating as to leave me little to say, 
In addition, however, to the knowledge which we have had 
in common of his career at the bar, it has been my priyi- 
lege on the bench also to have been assisted by hig 
arguments, and afterwards to have been associated with 
him in the performance of my duties. None but those 
who have had cast upon them the responsibility of 
judicial decision can adequately appreciate the advan. 
tages of an argument at once concise and compl 
vigorous in its condensation, neither wasted on untenable 
propositions nor abridged by evading the difficulties of the 
case. On the bench the rapidity of his apprehension did 
not betray him into hasty conclusions, and more than 
once I have known him depart from his first impressions 
as the facts were more fully developed and explained in the 
course of argument. I have been aided in a matter which 
I feel it difficult to express by his quiet, suggestive appre- 
ciation of the cardinal facts of the cause. On no occasion 
have we had the misfortune to differ, Had it been other- 
wise I should have had just reason to doubt the soundness 
of my conclusions. We could claim the common nae 
of the training and the traditions of the same public 
school, as well as those of our common profession ; and our 
principles of thought and action were thus more com- 
pletely brought into unison. It may be pardoned to one 
who finds himself thus unexpectedly bereft of two colleagues 
younger than himself to mingle personal regret with the 
general sorrow which deplores their loss. 


Lorp Justice JAMES. 
July 22.—Re Heather, Son, § Gill, Solicitors. 

This was an appeal by Messrs. Heather, Son, & Gill, so- 
licitors, from an order made by the Master of the Rolls for 
the taxation of a bill of costs delivered bythem. They had 
acted as solicitors for a benefit building society, who were 
mortgagees of some property, and the ‘bill in question was 
delivered to the representatives of the mortgagor. The 
amount of the bill was £83 16s, 10d. Messrs. Pritchard & 
Son, who were the solicitors to the mortgagor’s representa- 
tives, objected to some of the items in the bill as not being 
properly oo against the mortgagor, and struck out 
items by which they reduced the bill to £47 6s. 4d., and 
sent it back to Messrs. Heather & Co. inviting them to 
make suggestions upon it. Ultimately Heather & Co, 
assented to the alterations to a considerable extent, and 
sent in a revised bill for the amount of £5717s. Messrs, 
Pritchard & Son were not satisfied with this reduction, 
and ultimately an order was obtained to tax the 
original bill. Application was made to the Master of the 
Rolls to set aside this order; if an order for taxation was 
made, only the revised bill ought to be taxed. His Lord- 
ship refused to alter the order, and Messrs, Heather & Co, 
appealed. 

Freeling, for the sqertenty. 
J. W. Chitty, for the respondents. 

James, L.J., thought this was a case of some hardship 
upon the solicitors as they seemed to have gone throug 
the bill, and reduced it with reference tc the suggestions 
made to them, and there might have been a reason for the 
apparently enormous overcharge in the original bill in the 
fact, as Mr. Freeling had suggested, that charges had been 
made for business done before a proper retainer had been 
given. But the Court had to deal with the matter on 
general principles, and with regard to the circumstances 
which might arise, and that being #o he was glad that the 
discussion had sativfied him that the order of the Master of 
the Rolls was free from technical objection aud consistent 
with justice. The caso was one of a mortgagor, and one 
knew how completely a mortgagor was under the harrow, 
He was abliped to pay before he could yot back his title- 
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deeds, and in such a case a solicitor was tempted to intro- 
duce into his bill a number of charges to which he was not 
entitled. Inthe present case the mortgagor was minded 
to question the bill. He knew perfectly well that the 
solicitor had committed himself to such an extent that 
he would be able to go into the taxing master’s office 
at the expense of the solicitor. That was a great 
advantage to which he was entitled. Instead of at once 
taking that advantage, his solicitor, with that comity which 
was proper between solicitors, but not intending to deprive 
his client of any advantage to which he was entitled, said, 
I have reduced the bill to such an amount, will you accept 
that? Ifthe solicitor on the other side could take the op- 
portunity of recasting his bill, he might say, I can clearly 
sustain the bill to the extent of £47 ; I will stick on charges 
tosuch an amount that one-sixth cannot be struck off the 
new bill, and so I shall be free from the risk of having to 
pay costs, and shall get the profit of the taxation. That 
was-a course of proceeding which could not be sanctioned. 
His Lordship did not mean to say that this was the case 
here, but it was a thing so likely to occur that he was 
glad that the order of the Master of the Rolls could be sus- 
tained. He thought the order was technically, substantially 
and morally right. The appeal must be dismissed with 
costs. 





COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Lincoun’s-INN-FIEbs. 
(Before the Cu1Er JupGE.) 
July 20.—Re Wiiliams. 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, ss.125, 126—Petition under—Resolu- 
tion of creditors—Practice. 

In this case the debtor had filed a petition for liquidation 
ander sections 125 and 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
and resolutions of creditors, passed at a meeting duly held 
for that purpose, were tendered to the registrar (Mr. 
Keane), but (exception being taken to certain of the proofs) 
he made no order in the matter, but referred the parties to 
the Court. 

Bagley now asked the Chief Judge to decide the ques- 
tions which had arisen between the parties, stating that 
one of the points to be determined was whether a solicitor 
could prove his debt before his bill had been taxed. 

Reed for the debtor. 

The Cuter Jupae observed that by the 295th rule the 
registrar would, where he refused to register the resolution, 
certify the grounds of such refusal by memorandum under 
his hand, and file it with the proceedings. It did not ap- 
pear that in the present case the registrar had declined to 
allow registration. 

Bagley.—By the 300th rule neither the resolutions nor 
the proofs nor proxies of creditors assembled at any meeting 
are to be objected to or refused by the registrar by reason 
of any informality therein, unless he shall be of opinion 
that such informality is matter of moment, in which case he 
shall refer the matter to the judge. 

The Cuter Jupcr.—That is not this case. The registrar 
must either register or refuse to register, and then there is 
aright of appeal. If he refuses to register he must state 
the reasons, I have no power to decide the questions 
which are raised. ‘The parties seem to have been all 
equally blundering before the registrar, and there will be 
no costs on either side, They must go before the registrar 
again, 

Solicitor for the debtor, Plunkett. 

Solicitors for the creditors, Carter §& Beil. 


(Before Mr. Registrar Purys.) 

July 19.—Jn Re Crawford. 
Practice 
1st January, 1870, Rule 836—Petition for adjudication— 

Neglect of debtor to file notice disputing statement in peti- 

tion, 

This was a petition for adjudication in bankruptey 
against Robert Crawford, A debtor summons had been 
taken out against him upon which he had filed the neces- 
sary affidavit and obtained leave to give security under 
section 7 of the Bankruptey Act, 1869, but had failed to do 
$0, whereupon the provwnt petition was prosented, No notive 
had been filed by the debtor with the registrar, showing the 
Statements in the potition which he intended to deny or 
dispute according to rule 36 of the General Rules in Bank- 
tuptoy of January 1, 1870, 


Bankruptcy Act, 1869, ss, 7, 9—General Reles of 





G. L. P, Eyre, for the petitioning creditor, contended 
that, as the debtor had failed to file the notice under rule 
36, the petition was unopposed. 

The debtor appeared in person. 

The REGIsTRAR considered that notwithstanding the 
provisions in rule 36, it was competent to the debtor to 
come in at any time to dispute the statements in the peti- 
tion and oppose adjudication, and allowed the debtor to give 
a bond by way of security for his debt under section 9 of 
the Act of 1869. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Tuomas Anpy, LL.D., barrister-at-law, of the 
Norfolk circuit, has been appointed (by the Home Secretary) 
Recorder of the borough of Bedford, in succession to the 
late Mr. D. D. Keane, Q.C. Dr. Abdy is the eldest son of 
the late Lieutenant-Colonel James Nicholas Abdy, of the East 
India Company’s military service, by Charlotte Georgiana, 
daughter of Thomas King, Esq. His grandfather was the 
late Rev. Thomas Abdy-Rutherforth, son of Dr. Rutherforth 
Archdeacon of Essex, by the daughter of Sir William Abdy, 
Bart., of Felix Hall. The first-named clergyman assumed 
in 1775, the surname and arms of Abdy, on succeeding to 
the estates of the last Sir John Abdy, Bart., of Albyns, 
Essex, and in 1778 married Mary, daughter of James Hayes, 
Esq., bencher of the Middle Temple, which lady was there- 
fore the grandmother of Dr. Abdy. Dr. Abdy is also cousin of 
Sir Thomas Neville Abdy, of Albyns, who succeeded to the 
family estates on the death of his uncle in 1840, and was 
created a baronet in December, 1849. Dr. Abdy was born 
on the 5th July, 1822, and was educated at Trinity Hall,Came 
bridge. He was at the head of the civil law tripos in 1845, 
and afterwards became a fellow of his college; in January, 
1850, he was called to the bar by the Society of the Middle 
Temple. On the resignation of Mr. Maine, in 1854, Dr, 
Abdy was nominated Regius Professor of Civil Law in the 
University of Cambridge, which he still continues to hold, 
in conjunction with the Gresham Professorship of Law, 
He has published several books on civil law. Dr. Abdy 
is one of the revising barristers on the Norfolk Circuit. 
He married, in July, 1854, Marian, second daughter of 
John Hardwick Hollway, Esq., by which lady he has a 
numerous family. 


Mr. Hersert Wivttam Fisuer, barrister-at-law, and 
private secretary and keeper of the privy seal to the Prince 
of Wales, has been appointed by his Royal Highness (as 
Duke of Cornwall) to be Vice-Warden of the Stannaries 
Court of Cornwall and Devon, rice Mr. Edward Smirke, 
resigned on account’ of ill-health. The value of the office 
is £1,500 per annum. Mr. Fisher was educated at Christ 
Church, Oxford, where he graduated B.A. (first class 
Literis Humanioribus) in 1848. He was called to the bar 
at the Inner Temple in November, 1855, and formerly 
practised on the Western Circuit, but withdrew from it 
several years ago, on being appointed private secretary to 
the Prince of Wales, to whom he had previously acted for 
some time as tutor. 

Mr. Wattrr Hyps, solicitor, of Stockport, and town 
clerk of that borough, has been appointed (by Mr. Yates, 
county court judge) Clerk and Registrar of the Stockport 
County Court, in succession to the late Mr. Heary Coppock, 
deceased, and the appointment has been duly confirmed by 
the Lord Chancellor, Mr. Hyde was admitted in 1864, 
having previously been articled to the late Mr. Coppock, 
with whom he continued in partnership until his death, 
On Mr. Coppock’s death Mr. Hyde was elected towa clerk 
of Stockport, and now receives the vacant registrarship of 
the county court. 

Mr, James Wesrtann has been appointed Superintendent 
and Remembrancer of legal affairs to the Government of 
Bengal. 


Mr. Joun Winutamson Brows, solicitor (firm of Messrs, 

Chater, Forster & Brown), Neweastle, has been appointed 
shes * ~age 
a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery, 

Mr, W. Gannon, of Halesworth, Sufftlk, has deca 
appointed Clerk to the Comunissioners of Taxes for the 
division of Blything, in place of the late Mx, Joka Crabe 
tree, solicitor, deceased, 

My, Cranrtes Durrscy Favuxnen, solicitor, of Deddinge 
ton, Oxfordshire, has been appointed Solicitor and Treasarre 
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of the Prosecution Association of that place, in the room of 
Mr. Henry Churchill, who disappeared on the 8th June, and 
has not since been heard of. Mr. Faulkner was certificated 
in 1850. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

July 15.—The Irish Land Bill.—The Commons’ amend- 
ments to the Lords’ amendments were considered, the 
House finally resolving to insist on their clause for per- 
missive registration of improvements, and on their addi- 
tion of “breach of any condition against assignment, 
sub-letting, bankruptcy, or insolvency,” to the causes ex- 
cepting ejectment from being “ disturbance.”—The com- 

tion scale, the thirty-one years’ limit of exception 
ease, the proviso enabling the tenant to claim in a lower 
class than the actual valuation of his holding, and the 
amended conacre clause (permission to tenant to let for 
potato and other green crops), were agreed to as amended 
by the Commons.—The Commons’ amendment, limiting the 
sum to be deducted from compensation payments under 
clause 3 to three years’ arrears of rent, was disagreed from. 

The Liverpool Admiralty District Registrar Bill was read 
a second time. 

The Charitable Funds Investment Bill and the Rents and 
Periodical Payments Bill passed through committee. 

The Passengers Act Amendment Bill was read a second 
time. 

July 18.—The Life Assurance Companies Bill was read a 
s2cond time. 

The Married Women’s Property Bill—Lord Cairns 
explained the amendments which the select com- 
mittee had made in that bill. First, it was provided that 
the earnings of a married woman, whether they were 
wages or the results of trade or of literary, artistic, or 
scientific skill, should be treated as though they had been 
settled to her separate use, Secondly, as to investments 
made by married women, whether by means of their earn- 
ings or otherwise. Under the existing law a husband 
might, after giving proper notice, withdraw from an ordi- 
nary savings-bank, or a Post Office savings-bank, an 
deposits placed there by his wife. The bill, as sental, 
provided that all deposits made in the name of a married 
woman should be regarded as settled to her separate use, 
and she alone was to have the control over them. The 3rd 
and 4th clauses provided that where a woman in humble 
Circumstances previous to her marriage had invested 
money in the funds or in the shares of public companies 
for her separate use, such moneys should be treated as her 
separate property. This provision was greatly needed, 
because women who had saved up £100 or so were very 
unwilling to ask their future husbands to sign any docu- 
ments with reference to it. The Earl of Morley had pro- 
posed an additional clause dealing with shares in friend] 
societies in the same way, and this would improve the bill 
still further. To all these clauses a proviso was attached 
that if any investments were made by a wife with the 
moneys of her husband, and without his consent, appli- 
cation might be made to the Court in a very summary 
way ; and it was likewise provided that nothing contained 
in the bill should anthorise the making of any investment 
with a view to defrand creditors. With regard to per- 
smal property coming to a married woman as next of kin 
to 2 yerwm dying intestate, it was provided that it should 
belong to her for her separate use, In like manner she 
would have the separate use of land coming to her as heir- 
at-law to an intestate person. The 9th clause would prove 
highly beneficial, At present, if a husband effected a 
policy of insurance in his own name, intending it as a pro- 
vision for hia family, it became after his decease « part of 
his general eatate and waa available to pay his debts. In- 
deh, a8 it was one of the asmeta most easily got hold of, it 
was usaally applied to that purpose. This bill, however, 
provides that if 4 husband effected a policy of insurance 
which sated on the face of it that it was to be for tho 
benchit A hia wife and children it should not be liable to 
the claims of hia creditors; Wat if the Court should find 
that the policy had been lected in order to defraud his 
crchivins it might order the money to be applied towards 
sitiolying their claime,Lerd Venmance said the vill as 
i now stixA was of « practical, workable character. 
The House then went inte committee on the bill.—Clanse 1, 





—Lord Lyttelton suggested that the bill be made retro. 
spective in its action.—Lord Cairns said that would be in 
violation of the principles which guided legislation jn 
such cases as this. To make this bill retrospective would 
be to take from many men what they now believed to be 
their property.—The Lord Chancellor said the bill had 
been much improved in the select committee, and, he be- 
lieved, when its provisions came to be understood, women 
would be quick to take advantage of it. A woman might 
protect any property other than that provided for in the bill 
by appointing a trustee.—The clause was ageeed to. —Clause 
2.—Lord Houghton said that this and the next two clauses 
were founded on a total absence of principle. Married 
women were obliged by them to invest their money in one 
of four different ways, as a deposit in a savings-bank, as a 
Government annuity, in the funds, or in a joint stock com. 
pany, or not have those savings protected by law for their 
separate use. It was said they could appoint a trustee, 
but such a thing as a trustee never entered their heads, 
What was needed was some simple process by which pro- 
perty of all kinds acquired by a married woman could be 
secured to her separate use.—Lord Cairns could not admit 
that the clause was devoid of principle; the property of a 
married woman could not be secured to her unless the law 
provided in what manner it should be invested.—The clause 
was agreed to.—Clause 4-—The Marquis of Salisbury 
pointed out that whereas this clause provided that fully paid 
up shares might be conveyed to the separate use of a married 
woman, it made no similar provision in the event of the 
shares not being fully paid up. In the event of the shares, 
as far as they were paid up, becoming the sole property of 
the wife, to whom were the directors of a company to look 
for the payment of the remaining calls upon such shares, 
the husband being protected by another clause in the bill 
from liability for his wife’s debts ?—-Lord Cairns explained 
that the husband would not be liable for calls upon the 
shares not fully paid up, which had belonged to his wife be- 
fore her marriage, until he committed some act that rendered 
him liable at law. He would, however, introduce an 
amendment to meet the case.—The clause, as amended, 
was agreed to.—The Earl of Morley inserted a new clause 
after clause 4 to extend the principle of the clause to 
friendly societies. —The remaining clauses were agreed to, 
and, on the suggestion of Lord Penzance, the date at 
which the Act is to come into operation was fixed as the 
1st of November next instead of the Ist of January, 1871. 
—The bill, as amended, was then reported. 

The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council Bill_—The 
Lord Chancellor moved the second reading. The object of 
the bill was two-fold,—firstly, to increase the number of 
persons who might be placed by her Majesty on the Judi- 
cial Committee; and, secondly, to secure a special payment 
to a certain number of members (viz. four) of the Com- 
mittee, in order that those who received such special 
payment, independently of any pension to which they 
might be entitled, should be held as bound to attend the 
business of the Judicial Committee as all other judges were 
bound to attend the courts to which they were attached. 
The bill proposed to authorise her Majesty, after the passing 
of the Act, by her sign manual, to appoint two more per- 
sons who had filled the office of judge of any of the High 
Courts of Judicature in India, or the office of legal member 
of the Council of the Governor-General of India, to be 
member of the Judicial Committee; and it was proposed 
that there should be paid to each of these persons a sum 
not exceeding £1,000 a year in addition to their pensions. 
The Chief Judge of the High Court of Calcutta received 4 
ore | pension of £2,000; and the legal member of the 
Council of the Governor-General also had a considerable 
pension on his retirement. In addition to their pensions, 
those persons, on being appointed members of the Judicial 
Committee, would each receive £1,000 per annum, by 
which means there would bo no difficulty in securing their 
regular attendance, except during the vacations, for the 
despatch of appeals coming from India, It was proposed also 
to take power to appoint anybody who had held the office 
of judge of tho supremo court of any posseusion of her 
Majesty other than India, and one other compotont 
being « barrister of not lows than fiftedn yearn’ standing, to 
wit on the Judicial Committee ; and each of them would be 
paid a sum not exceeding £2,600 a-yoar, In that way it 
was thought that they might placo on tho Judicial Com- 
mittee mombers of the bar, who, having attained eminence 
and distinction in their profession, might be desirous of 
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retiring to the quiet and much more dignified position of 
holding an office in which they might be eminently useful. 
There would be no difficulty in finding men of that 
character in whom the public would have perfect confidence. 
The bill would also enable £500 a year to be paid to any of 
the retired judges who were ex officio members of the Judi- 
cial Committee. A judge desirous of retiring from the 
common law courts or the Court of Chancery had a pension 
allowed him, and if he retired from the common law 
courts he saved the expenses of the circuits, or about £500, 
and he would also have the £500 they proposed to give him, 
making a difference to him of £1,000 a year altogether, in 
addition to the pension he actually received. In that 
manner they might obtain for the Judicial Committee 
members who would undertake the positive duty of 
regularly attending its sittings in the mode he had 
described. Lastly, the bill contained a clause enabling the 
Judicial Committee to sit, if it thought fit, in 
two sections ; and that would have the effect of disposing of 
the present arrear of appeals from India, because they 
might place in each of those sections—having thus 
secured members bound to attend—a judge from India, 
and also another judge under an obligation to attend from 
the two members to be appointed in addition to the present 
Judicial Committee. And they would only want in each 
case a third person to preside, who might be found among 
the ordinary members of the Judicial Committee, all of whom 
now attended from time to time, but most of whom did not 
think it reasonable that they should be under the actual 
necessity of attending regularly from week to week in the 
way in which the ordinary tribunals sat. There had been 
intimated to him some objections with reference to the ap- 

intment in the first instance of the judges in any court 
in India, and it had been suggested that in some courts 
there were native judges whom it would not be desirable to 
appoint as members of the Judicial Committee. It was not 
however, very probable that they would be privy council- 
lors, and none could be appointed who were not ; but, if it 
was thought desirable, there could be no objection to confine 
the appointment to the chief justice in each court, while 
with reference to the colonial judges the appointment 
might be limited to the chief justice of the supreme court 
ofany colony. Although at present there was not an in- 
stance of any person being made a privy councillor who had 
come from any part of her Majesty’s dominions other than 
India, yet he had known at least one Canadian judge who 
would have been a very suitable person for such a position, 
and he could not but think that, as the importance of 
colonial tribunals increased there might be found coming 
from the Cape, from Canada, or from Australia, some who 
would be worthy of being placed on the Judicial Committee. 
—Lord Cairns said that with regard to the second clause, 
which gave power to appoint two privy councillors who had 
held the office of judge in any court in India, there ought 
to te a clear and positive definition on the face of the bill as 
to what persons could be appointed and what offices they 
must have held, because owing to the constitution of the 
High Court of Bengal there might be appointed persons 
who would be quite unsuitable for the J adivial Committee, 
and who had nover had a case argued before them. 
The practice had been to treat the Chief Justice 
of Bengal as a person who was ex officio qualified to 
sit on the Judicial Committee, and he thought it would 
be desirable to continue that practice. ‘There were now 
threo ex-Chief Justices of Bengal, two of whom had ren- 
dered very efficient servico, and he regretted that power was 
not taken by the bill to appoint all three, the amount of 
remuneration, if it was limited, being divided among them. 


By the third clause it was proposed to appoint on the Judi- 
cial Committee any person who had held the oftico of Judge 
in the Supreme Court of any country other than India, and 


© consequence might be the appointment of the Chief 
Justioes of Sierra Leone, the Straits Sottlements, Gambia, 
the Mauritius, or any of the colonies whose chief justices 
Were of a different stamp trom those whom it was desirable 
to appoint on the Judicial Committee, To the fourth clause 
there was a still more sorious objection, its object being to 
Sivo to judges who wore ontitled to a retiring pension a sum 
of £500 a-yoar (in addition to their pension) for their services 
on the Judicial Committes, ‘There was in this country an 
ample scale of retiring ponsions for judges, and attached to 
the receipt of those pensions there was always considered 
to be the obligation, no doubt an imporfoct one, to give 
some portion of their time to the transaction of the judicial 





business of the country. As soon, however, as there was 
introduced a system of picking and choosing and bribing a 
retired judge with £500 a-year extra, an end was put to the 
honourable understanding which now prevailed, for it was 
utterly impossible to maintain that obligation when a 
payment was made to some persons for their attendance, 
and he hoped the Lord Chancellor would consider that 
point. He also trusted that a reconsideration would be 
given to the proposal to divide the Judicial Committee into 
two portions, a step which he held to be quite unnecessary 
and which might lead to the effect of their decisions being 
weakened.—The Lord Chancellor said the division was not 
to be permanent.— Lord Cairns said that for some time there 
would be two divisions by whom decisions would be given. 
—The Lord Chancellor said it was not intended that there 
should be two permanent divisions, but changes might be 
made from time to time, so long as it was necessary to have 
two divisions, and any number of combinations might be 
made of the members of the Judicial Committee. The bill 
was read a second time. : 

The Liverpool Admiralty District Registrar Bill passed 
through committee. 

The Rents and Periodical Payments Billandthe Charitable 
Funds Investment Bill were read a third time and passed. 

The Passengers Act Amendment Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 


July 19.—The,Bankrupt Law (Ireland) Amendment Bill 
was withdrawn by the Marquis of Clanricarde, the Lord 
Chancellor declining to pledge the Government to deal with 
the subject within any definite time. 


July 21.—The Settled Estates Bill—The Earl of Airlie 
moved the second reading. The object of the bill was to 
enable limited owners to charge their estates, under certain 
limitations, with the cost of erecting a mansion thereupon, 
such charge not exceeding three years’ net rental. The 
Montgomery Act in Scotland allowed a charge not exceed- 
ing two years’ rental for the erection or enlargement of a 
mansion, and a subsequent Act authorised the sale of so 
much of an estate as was required to carry out improvements. 
The bill incorporated the Lands Improvement Act, and 
it required notice of the improvement, and allowed an ap- 
peal to the Court of Chancery. The owner would have no 
right to build the mansion unless it enhanced the letti 
value beyond the charge which it would involve. It woul 
otherwise be at the discretion of the commissioners to cer- 
tify the improvement or not, and without their certificate 
the charge could not be imposed. The charge, unlike other 
improvements, would not take priority over other charges: 
—The Lord Chancellor stated that the law officers of the 
Crown approved the principle of the bill, it being desirable, 
especially in Ireland, to induce owners to reside on their 
estates, the Montgomery Act having, it was understood, 
worked wellin Scotland. Admitting that three years’ rental 
was somewhat excessive, and that the statutory declaration 
of the owner as to the cost would be an insufficient barrier 
against fraud, he thought the defects of the bill could be 
remedied in committee —Lord Cairns said it was surly 
better to leave these great and ornamental works to agree- 
ment between the various persons interested whenever the 
entail was opened.—Lord Romilly pointed out that the ob- 
ject in view could be met by a slight addition to the Settled 
Estates Act, enabling the Court of Chancery to authorise 
the erection of mansions as well as other improvements. 
He had known many instances of applications by the tenant 
in remainder to pull down a house built by the tenant for 
life, and the bill would be likely to lead to Nitigation.—The 
bill was read a second time, 

The Bvidence Perther Amendmen? fet (1869) .dmendnrent 
Bill was reported as amended, 

The Heolesiastion? Covrts Bil? was read a second time, 

The Judicial Committes of the Privy Coane? Bili—Com- 
mittee.—Lord Romilly said the measure was spoilt from mere 
mrsimony. ‘They could never secure proper respect for the 

udicial Committee of the Privy Couneh unless they had per. 
sons sitting cn it who earned that respect from the public, 
and they could not obtain the services of such persons un- 
loss they chose to pay them. He felt very strongly en that 
subject, because it was one of the reproaches of this country 
that it made a profit out of litigation—that it made a con. 
siderable profit out of the misfortunes of persons who were 
compelled to go to law—which was just as monstroas ia 
principle as if they were to tax for the support af the police 
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every man who had his pocket picked or his house broken 
into. Great care should be taken not only that their ulti- 
mate tribunal should beable to dispose of the cases which came 
before it, but that the men they obtained to serve on that 
tribunal should be such as would inspire confidence among 
the public and the profession both at home and abroad. To 
suppose, however, that they could get such men for £500 
a year, even in addition to a retiring pension, was, in his 
opinion, perfectly ridiculous ; and again, the idea that they 
could secure them for £2,500 was, in his view, equally absurd. 
They must always bear in mind the great increase in the 
price of all commodities which had occurred of late years, 
together with the great increase which had occurred in the 
remuneration obtained by lawyers. That fact ought not to 
be lost sight of when they were attempting to fix the salary 
to be giyen to a judge. If, therefore, the proposal con- 
tained in that bill were not altered, their judicial tribunal 
of the Privy Council would not rise in the public estima- 
tion, and would not satisfy the people either at home or 
abroad.—Lord Cairns regarded the bill as intended to meet 
a temporary crisis, and suggested the adoption of a clause 
limiting the operation of the bill to two years, during 
which time the arrears of business could be cleared off. He 
disapproved making colonial chief justices eligible to be 
members of the Judicial Committee, and he asked the Lord 
Chancellor whether he could obtain the assistance of any 
such persons as were required. It was hopeless to expect 
that the services of barristers of experience and ability 
could be secured for £2,500 per annum, or if they could the 
judicial salaries paid in this country ought at once to be 
reduced by one-half. He was also of opinion that the 
proposed addition to certain salaries would destroy the pre- 
sent system of voluntary service.—The Lord Chancellor 
agreed with what Lord Romilly had said as to the impro- 
priety of paying all the expenses of a tribunal by levying 
fees upon the suitors, but that was not proposed by this bill. 
As regarded the question whether or not the tribunal could 
be respected unless its members were highly paid, the pre- 
sent tribunal had existed for thirty-five years, and none 
was more respected. There was no objection to making 
this a temporary measure if it were secured that those who 
were appointed under it should not be turned adrift at the 
end of three years, for if that were likely no one would be 
willing to accept the appointments. As to the proposed 
payments not being sufficient to insure the services of men 
who were qualified to take part in the hearing of cases 
which came before the Judicial Committee, that must be a 
matter of opinion, and although he had not made any pro- 
position (for to do so would be indecent and improper), 
yet statements had incidentally been made to him which 
rendered him confident that an effective tribunal could be 
secured by means of this bill.—The bill passed through 
committee. 

The Juries Bill—Lord Romilly moved the second reading 
of this bill, saying he would explain its provisions on the 
order for eommittee.—This bill was read a second time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

July 18.—The War: Neutrality of England—In reply to 
Mr. Vernon Harcourt, Mr. Gladstone said the Government 
would at once issue a proclamation of neutrality, and intro- 
duce a measure to amend the existing law, and to strengthen 
the hands of the Executive Government, in order the 


better to enforce its observance. The Government had 
taken into consideration the recommendations of the Com- 
mission of 1868, and, without pledging themselves to pre- 
cise principles, would introduce a bill to secure the more 
complete and effectual fulfilment of all obligations that 
may be considered to attach to us im any contingency, 
under the law of nations, with respect to ships departing 
from our ports. 


Saly 19.—The Case of Mr. Edinunds.—Mr. Russell- 
Gurney called attention to the incarceration of Mr. Ed- 
raunds at the suit of the Crown, and moved that the 
warrant of commitment be laid upon the table.—After a 
lengthy discussion the motion was agreed to. 

he Case of Mr. Fennelly.—Mr. M’Mahon moved that an 
humble address be presented to her Majesty, praying for a 
free pardon to Mr. Fennelly.—The motion was rejected by 
& majority of 63 to 41. 

Foreign Enlistment."Vhe Attorney-General obtained 
leave to bring in a bill to prevent the enlisting or engage- 
ment of her Majesty's subjects to serve in foreign service, 





and the building, fitting out, or equipping in her Majesty's 
dominions vessels for warlike purposes without her Majesty’s 
licence. 


July 20.—The Game Laws Abolition Bill was, on the ad- 


journed debate for the seoond reading, thrown out by a 


majority of 147 to 59. 


July 21.— The Vacant Lord Justiceship.—Mr. G. Gregory 
asked whether it was intended to complete the Court of 
Appeal in Chancery by filling up the vacancy caused by the 
death of Lord Justice Giffard, by whose death the country 
had sustained a great loss.—Mr. Gladstone.—I join in the 
sentiment expressed by the hon. gentleman as tothe nature 
of the loss which the country has sustained by the death 
of Lord Justice Giffard, and it is the intention of the Go- 
vernment to fill up the vacancy which has thus occurred. 

The Jrish Land Bill,—The Lords’ re-considered amend. 
ments were agreed to, with the exception of that strikin, 
out the discretion given to the Court of considering speci 
reasons upon which ejectment for non-payment of rent 
should not be considered disturbance. The Commons agreed 
to this with the reservation that under £15 valuation the 
Court shall have power to inquire whether or not the rent 
has been excessive. 





OBITUARY. 


DR. W. ROBINSON. 

The death of William Robinson, Esq., D.C.L., took place 
on the llth July, at Stanhope-villa, Putney, in the sixty. 
ninth year of his age. Dr. Robinson was admitted an 
advocate of the College of Doctors of Law in November, 
1830, and chiefly practised in the Court of Admiralty. 


MR. S. HILL. 

Mr. Stephen Hill, solicitor, of Salisbury, died in that city 
on the 6th of July, at the age of sixty-four years. He was 
certificated in 1831, and had been for some ‘years in 
partaership with his son, Mr. Stephen Hill, who was ad- 
mitted in 1854. 


MR. J. HUNTER. 

Mr. John Hunter, solicitor, of Newcastle and Gateshead, 
and clerk to the borough magistrates of the latter place, 
died of consumption on the 8th of July, at his residence, in 
Gateshead. Mr. Hunter, who was admitted in 1840, had 
for the past ten years been the legal adviser of the Gates- 
head bench, having been appointed in 1860, on the death of 
Mr. G. B. Reed. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of members was held at the Law 
Institution, Chancery-lane, at 2 o'clock on Tuesday, the 
19th inst., the chair being occupied by Mr. Lawrance, 
President. There was a very large attendance. 

The Secretary (Mr. Williamson) having read the notice 
convening the meeting, the minutes of last meeting were 
taken as read, and Mr. William Ford, whose turn, it was 
stated by the Chairman, had come to act as President for 
the ensuing year, was unanimously elected to fill that office, 
Mr Ouvry being elected Vice-President. 

The retiring members of the council were also unanimously 
re-elected. 

Fhe CHAIRMAN said there were four other members of 
council to be elected, to fill vacancies caused by the decease 
of Messrs. E. Savage Bailey, W. Sharpe, and R. Wilson, and 
the resignation of Mr. Maynard. ‘The gentleman who had 
been nominated to fill the first vacancy was Mr. F. G 
Davidson; Messrs. W. B, Paterson, C. Claridge Druze, C. 
E. Jones, and W. A. Jevons were also nominated, so that 
there were five names for four vacancies. 

Mr. Saunpvers (Birmingham) begged leave to propose 
Mr. W. A. Jevons in the place of Mr. Davidson, not from 
any hostility to the latter gentleman, because ho was totally 
unacquainted with him, but because he believed Mr, Jevond 
was as well qualified as anyone who could be selected, and 


| he thought it desirable that the provinces should be more 


—_ represented on the council. 
Mr. Cotnonne said he understood that a rule was laid 
down as to the number of provincial mombors on the council, 
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and on that ground he should support the nomination of | an attorney-at-law and solicitor of the High Court of 


the council. At present the proportion was one-ninth of 


the whole number, and as the vacancy had occurred by the 
death of a London member he thought another member 
from the metropolis should be elected in his place. If it 
were the opinion of the majority of the members that the 
provinces were not adequately represented, that was another 
question, and ought to be definitely brought forward and 
decided. Until this was done he thought, having a council, 
they should place confidence in them and support their 
nominees. 

The CuarrMAN said the rule had undoubtedly been to 
restrict the number of country members, because, in fact, all 
the work had to be done by the London members; Mr. 
Hopeshaw was the first country member elected, and since 
that time the number had been gradually increased to five, 
who were pretty evenly distributed over the kingdom. 

Mr. SaunpErs said the total number of members was 
2,379, of whom 1,746 resided in London, and 633 in the 
country, or rather more than a fourth. 

Mr. Torr thought that if the number of provincial 
members on the council were increased it would attract a 
much larger number of country members, many of whom 
at present took no interest at all in the society. No doubt 
there was a good deal of work to do; but he thought 
twenty London members, with the occasional assistance of 
ten from the provinces, would be easily able to manage it, 


and he saw no reason why, if necessary, the total should 
not be increased even to the extent of thirty country mem- 
This system had been carried | 


bers and twenty in London. 
out with the greatest success in the case of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association, the directors of which were chosen 
from the provinces in the proportion of two to one. 
believed some such arrangement was necessary in order to 
the prestige of the society, and to make it really represent 
the profession at large. 

The Cuarran said that many of the London members 


were connected with agency firms, and thus represented | 
In the | 
case of the London and Provincial Law Association, he 

remembered, whilst a member of the committee of manage- 


country members in the largest sense of the term. 


ment, that there was often a difficulty in forming a quorum. 


On the names being put to the meeting, Mc. Davidson | 
Messrs. Paterson, Druce, | 
| general rules or orders hereafter to be made, to have re- 
| gard in allowing remuneration to the solicitor for his ser- 


was elected by a large majority. 
and Jones were then elected without opposition; and 
Messrs. Bird, Markby and Mills, the retiring auditors, were 
unanimously re-elected, 


_ The CHarrMAn said the next business was the considera- , 
tion of the report, which he supposed would be taken as read. | 


Mr, J. J. Merriman said he had a matter to bring before 


tho meeting, which he thought fairly arose out of the sub- | 
stance of the report, though, at the same time he should | 
like to take the opinion of the chairman as to whether it | 
would come better in the form of a resolution at a subse- | 


quent period of the meeting. He had endeavoured to give 
a practical effect and substance to those frequent inspirations 
which had been heretofore embodied in vague and indefinite 
resolutions for the improvement of the status of the profes- 
sion, and to suggest some means for curtailing the monopoly 
of the bar which wasconstantly encroaching upon what fairly 
belonged to their own branch of the profession, which was 
not only an injury to them personally, but he unhesitatingly 
affirmed—and it was pg on this ground that they could 
ever expect anything to be done—it was also greatly detri- 
mental to the interests of the public. After the matured 
consideration he had been able to give to the matter he bad 
drawn a bill, which he now begged leave to submit, as a 
tolerably clear embodiment of the opinions of the council as 
shown in the report, The recitals were as follows :— 

“Whereas, by several Acts now in force, attorneys and 
solicitors are disqualified to hold various judicial and other 
Public offices and appointments. 

_ And whereas the public interests havo suffered by such 
disqualifications, and it is oxpedient that attorneys and soli- 
citors should be eligible and qualified to fill such offices and 
Appointments, under proper limitations and conditions. 

In these he believed every ono would concur, and the enact- 
ing clauses were short and only two in numbor, viz. :— 
“Whonever in any Act now in forco or operation it is 
enacted that, any judicial or other public office and appoint- 
ment, including tho offices of county court judge or stipon- 
diary magistrate, shall be hold or occupied by a barrister, or 
Serjoant-at-law, counsel or certifionted conveyancer, the 
said Acts shall be read and construed as if the words * or 





He | 





Chancery in England and Wales, having been in the prac- 


| tice of his profession, and been a member of “the Incor- 


porated Law Society ” for the space or term of —— years 
previous to his said appointment,’ were also included in the 
enactment. 

“That no barrister or serjeant-at-law shall hereafter 

be eligible or qualified to fill the office of solicitor to the 
Treasury, the War Office, the Admiralty, or any other 
department of the State or public service, and that such 
offices of solicitor to any and every department of the 
State or public service, shall be filled by any attorney and 
solicitor, who shall, previous to his appointment, have been 
in the practice of his profession, and a member of ‘ the In- 
corporated Law Society,’ for ——= years at the least.” 
He should propose as a resolution that the above be taken 
into consideration by the council, but he was in the hands 
s the chairman whether he should defer moving it until 
ater. 

The Cuarrman thought the report had better be disposed 
of first. 

A Memper asked what additional rent would have to be 
2 gl the club for the additional accommodation now pro- 
vided. 

The CuarrMan said they would be only too happy to re- 
tain the club as tenants on the same terms as before. The 
alterations were made principally for the purpose of afford- 
ing additional accommodation for the students, but at the 
same time it was thought desirable to increase the conveni- 
ences afforded to the club, which had always been considered 
one of the most valuable adjuncts of the institution. 

Mr. Cotzorne said he had one or two remarks to make 
in accordance with notice he had sent, on some topics which 
were treated in the report. The first subject treated of 
was “The Attorneys’ and Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill.” 


i With regard to the principle that an agreement might be 


made for remuneration by a gross sum, by a commission, 
or by salary, or otherwise, it was well known that in the 
case of railway companies, and corporations, and municipal 
bodies requiring the services of a town clerk, it had long 
been the practice to agree upon a fixed salary, and he must 
say he disagreed with the following sentence in the report : 
—‘ The bill also contains the much needed provision that 
the taxing master is upon any taxation of costs, subject to 


vices, to the skill, labour, and responsibility involved.” 
Who was to be the judge of that? The very things which 
a taxing master always ignored were skill, labour, respon- 
sibility, and time. If any matter were pushed through in 
a short time by the energy and skill of the attorney or soli- 
citor, the taxing master would almost annihilate the bill of 
costs, whereas if it dragged on for a long time, and there 
were numerous charges for routing matters which could be 
done by any clerk in the office, they were allowed amply. 
To give an instance within his own knowledge. He had 
conducted an arbitration for eight days in opposition to the 
solicitors of a powerful railway company, aided by a QC, 
and on the last day, in order to save another adjournment, 
they sat from 10 a.m. until 8 p.m., when he concluded with 
a two hours’ summing up of his case, and for this, which 
was considered a day’s work, although it really involved the 
work of three, he was allowed the munificent sum of four 

guineas! whereas if he had retained counsel the fees would 

have been probably 100 or 120 guineas. Unless, therefore, 
there was some honest court of appeal to which the deei- 

sions of the taxing masters, especially those in the common 
law offices, who, being barristers, were in his opinion not 
fitted for their positions, he thought this provision would be 
null and void. ‘The taxing masters in chancery were much 
more competent men, but in many cases he believed those 
in the other branch of the law, being barristers, looked upon 
attornies simply as the i by which the chestnats were 
to be pulled out of the fire for the benefit of the gentlemen 
of the long robe. With regard to the section having refer- 

ence to the improvement of legal education, he found Sir 
R. Palmer was of opinion that they were not sufficiently 
educated, but he believed the anxiety and responsibility 
which devolved upon them in conducting their clients’ 
business formed tke bost education they could have, ‘The 
gentlemen to whom he had referred seemed to think they 
should be highly educated and take degrees, and yet still 
continue to be subservient to the other branch of the pro- 
fession. He had no objection to the educational part of the 
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process, or to the raising of their social status, but he thought 
the restrictions ought to be removed which prevented their 
pleading in the superior courts, There was evidently no 
ground for this distinction, because they were at present 
allowed to conduct important matters before courts of arbi- 
tration and to appear before Parliamentary committees, and, 
indeed, in the latter case it was often much ‘more to the 
interest of the client that the solicitor who was aquainted 
with all the local details should conduct the case, rather 
than endeavour hopelessly to cram them in a short time into 
the head of a barrister, however clever. He quite agreed 
that there ought to be a school of law for judges and judicial 
functionaries, but it ought not to be at the expense of the 
public or of the other branch of the profession ; and now that 
they were invited to go hand in hand with societies repre- 
senting barristers in promoting legal education he thought 
it was the time to ask whether this distinction was still to 
be kept up, and if so to what degree. It might bea question 
whether it would be advisable to abolish all distinctions, 
though this had been done in the United States; but at any 
rate solicitors and attorneys ought to be allowed to plead in 
the higher courts. Then there were many important ques- 
tions with regard to counsel’s fees. He had no objection to 
the best men receiving the highest pay, and indeed this 
would always be the case, but he did object to the respon- 
sibility lying upon them, and desired to impress upon the 
council the necessity of laying down some rules upon this 
subject. An attorney did not dare to let a,counsel go into 
court sulky or dissatisfied with his fee, though he had known 
some disgraceful cases of the sort, which he was sorry to say 
it was quite useless to bring before the benchers. With 
regard to the constitution of the council he thought it a fair 
question whether it might not be improved by the addition 
of more country members, but if this course were adopted it 
should be done on due consideration, and he hoped the dis- 
tinction would be offered to men of long standing and mode- 
rate practice, who would look upon it, as it was in truth, as 
the blue ribbon of the profession. 

Mr, Marriorr said the relations between the two 
branches of the profession much needed amendment, and 


he might particularly mention a rule which obtained at | 
the bar, by which, if any counsel were dissatisfied with a | 


solicitor, no matter on what ground, he might send a note | 
to the other counsel engaged in the same cause, and not | 


one of them would appear until the cause of dissatisfaction 
was removed. He had known such a thing to occur, and 
he could only say it was a relic of barbarism, and ought to 
be abolished. At present they were entirely in the hands 
of counsel. 

Mr. Harston said he had had some experience at the 
bar himself, but he had never heard of such a case as had 
been stated by the last speaker, and did not believe the 
rule existed in the broad form in which it had been stated. 

Mr. Marniorr said he could give all the particulars of 
the instance to which he had alluded. 

, Mr. Haxstos regretted that the report contained no 
allusion to the unjust taxation to which solicitors were 
subjected on taking out their certificates. It was stated 
specifically in the report that the council approved of the 
Attorneys and Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill, but he did not 
think as it stood at present that it was for the benefit of 
the profession, and he much regretted that there should be 
cause, if there was cause, for what had been stated by 
Lord Chelmsford in the House of Lords, that there were 
attorneys whom he did not trust. The cbject of the bill 
was to enable a clever man of high class to obtain better 
remuneration for his services than another, but he did not 
think it would ever have this effect unless there were a 
clause providing that the agreement might be submitted 
and approved by some competent authority before tho 
work was done. He objected, not to the amount, but on 
principle, to the society making a grant of £142 to the 
council of law reporting, because it was really contributing 
to an enterprise which interfered materially with the ordi- 
hary cotamerce of the country. With regard to the status 
of the profession he must say that he had been much galled 
by the remarks of Lord Chelmsford, and it seemed to him 
incontestable either that the council did not possess suffi- 
y wy? to — ore unworthy members of the pro- 
easion, or that they did not properly exercise the © 
ame y properly exercise the powers 
Mr. Kose said he should advise any gentleman who made 
an agreement with his client, to keep, notwithstanding, a 
strict ruling of his costs in the regular way for his own 





| the other side. 





rotection. He did not think they ought to be offended 

ecause a noble lord in his place in Parliament had exercised 
the right of expressing his own opinion, especially as he had 
said substantially much the same as their own council, who 
reported that there had been no diminution in the number 
of communications made regarding the misconduct of at. 
torneys and solicitors. Whilst expressing his unfeigned 
respect and regard for every member of the council, not ong 
of whom should he like to see changed, he must say he did 
not think the interests of the profession were sufficiently 
attended to. They had before them a report of forty pages, 
dealing with many most important matters which it was 
impossible adequately to discuss at such a meeting as the 
present, and, therefore, it was desirable that other meang 
should be taken for ascertaining the opinions of the whole 
profession upon them. In other societies, such as the Royal 
Society, the Royal Institution, the Society of Arts, and 
those societies which had for their object the amendment of 
the law, weekly meetings were held for discussion and deli- 
beration, and he did not see why they should be an exception. 
With regard to the concentration of the law courts he did 
not think the council were entitled to so much credit as some 
were disposed to give them for bringing back the courts to 
the Carey-street site, and they might, at all events have 
endeavoured to alter the title of the High Court of Justice 
Bill, the only court which ever bore that namo, as far as he 
knew, being the one which tried Charles I. in the time of 
Cromwell. He did not know much about the fusion of law 
and equity, but he thought it unwise to put a common law 
judge to administer a system of which he knew nothing. 
With regard to the Stamps on Building Leases Bill, the Stamp 
Duties Bill, andthe Mortgages Bill he gavethe council all due 
credit, but the Married Women’s Property Bill he looked 
upon as a complete subversion of English law, religion, and 
morals, and one which had been decided upon evidence 
absolutely false. He had always been in favour of a divi- 
sion between the two branches of the profession, but he 
must say there was a wonderfully grasping spirit about 
barristers in general, and he thought the time was come 
when attorneys should make a struggle, and when parties 
should have the option of saying whether or not they would 
have the assistance of counsel, or whether their cases 
should ,be advocated by an attorney or solicitor. He was 
quite aware of the advantages of having an advocate who 


| had been trained to that particular duty, who did not come 
| in contact with the witnesses, and who had his brief pre- 


pared for him ; but still, there was something to be said on 
If a counsel took a brief knowing he could 
not attend to it, he committed a gross fraud, but he must 
say that it was wonderful how barristers looked after their 


| cases as well as they did, particularly at common law, 
| where the leaders did not, as in chancery, confine them- 


selves to one court, and where he had known seven special 
juries sitting at one time. The Court of Chancery would 
do very well if the Ministry would let it. If there were 
two Lords Justices to reverse the decisions of one Vice- 
Chancellor, so that suitors might feel sure that their cases 
would be heard and decided upon the law and merits of 
the case, it would be the most complete and perfect sys: 
tem of jurisprudence in the world; but he wanted to know 
where was the influence of the council upon the government 
when the Court of Appeal had remained in so scandalous 4 
state as it had during the whole of the present year. When 
there was a good appeal court it was of no use bringing 4 
sham appeal, because it would be heard in three weeks or 
a month, and there would he costs to pay; but when ap- 
peals could not be heard for many months, it was often 
worth while to appeal simply for the sake of tying up the 
cause. In the olden time the council issuod the Legal Ob- 
server every week, and were thus in constant communication 
with the members, and this was certainly necessary in 4 
profession which, more than any othor, demanded almost unl 
versal knowledge on the part of those belonging to it. In his 
opinion, the best members of the profession ought to be 
asked to read papers on those important subjects which 
were mentioned in the report, and means ought to be taken 
for collecting the opinion of the profession at large as t 
those alterations in the law which were considered beneficial 
to them, and more especially so to the public at large. 

The Cuatrman, in reply to a question, said that it was 
the intention of the council, as soon as the schoms of the 
Legal Education Association was put forward in a definite 
form, to call a public mecting of the profession to consider it 

Mr. Enwtn Knees said he quite agrecd with a good 
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of what had been said by Mr. Rose ; there certainly ought to | 


be more communication between the council and the members 
with regard to the provision mentioned in p. 4, that validity 
isnot to be given to pa A agreement by which a solicitor 
stipulated for payment only in the event of the success of a 
suit; the whole profession wanted to know whether such 
ment would be valid against the solicitor though not 
inst the client. They wanted their interests more 
thoroughly looked after, and also the advantage of the 
public, for the two must go together. He agreed with 
those who said that the monopoly of the bar should not be 
allowed to exist any longer, and he must say he was per- 
feotly astonished to find that when a member of the council 
got up in the House of Commons on a question of the 
greatest importance to the whole profession and to the 
public, the House was miserably counted out. He could 
not understand such a question being brought forward 
without some means having been taken to make a House. 

Mr. Torr wished to ask what had been done upon the 
question of costs, as to which the report was again silent. 

Mr. Burton said that some three years ago, in the time of 
Lord Westbury, the council made considerable progress in 
the preparation of a new order of court, the main principle 
of which received the sanction of the Lord Chancellor and 
of two of the Vice-Chancellors, but which stood over be- 
cause of some objection on some points entertained by the 
masters. The resignation of Lord Westbury then puta stop 
to further progress, and from that time there had been so 
many judicial changes that it was impossible to do any- 
thing. The council had, however, been in communication 
with the present Lord Chancellor and the taxing masters 
upon the subject, and also upon the question of lunacy costs, 
which called loudly for amendment; but owing to the 
important legal reforms which the Lord Chancellor con- 
templated, it was considered useless to press him upon the 
subject at present, Thetaxing masters, however, seemed 
favourably disposed, and the council would re-open com- 
munications with them at the conclusion of the present 
session. 

The CuatRMAN, in replying to the observations which had 
been made, said there could be no better proof that the 
members of the council were not sinecurists than the lengthy 
report which they had issued, treating as it did, of so many 


and such important subjects. With regard to the Attorneys | 


and Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill, the council, feeling some- 
what aggrieved at the action and language of Lord Chelms- 
ford in the matter, particularly as he had been for so many 
years their standing counsel, directed him to write to the 
noble lord on the subject. The Chairman then read the 
correspondence, including a resolution to the effect that the 
council were of opinion that the proposed amendment would 
neutralise the good effect of the bill. The reply of Lord 
Chelmsford set forth in detail his reasons for moving the 
amendment, one of which was, that when the biil was 
originally introduced by Lord Westbury it was only 
intended to apply to conveyancing business, He did not 
think the higher class of solicitors and attorneys would be 
very likely to make agreements for conducting litigation, 
and if they did so they need not fear the scrutiny of the 
taxing master. The chairman, after reading it, said it 
seemed very conclusive, and its very existence showed the 
important position to which the society had attained, and the 
courtesy with which it was treated. His own opinion was 
that the new bill would not be of much practical service, 
and certainly a taxing master was not the best man to form 
an opinion as to the amount of skill and labour bestowed in 
bringing a suit to a spoedy termination, for when a deputa- 
tion waited upon the Master of the Rolls and two of the 
Vice-Chancellors to urge that some such power should be 
conferred upen them, they protested against having any such 
duty imposed upon them, and said they were wholly incapa- 
le of forming an opinion upon such a subject. Tho dona- 
tion of £142 had been simply mado in what amongst gen- 
tlemen he might call a gentlemanly spirit, it being under- 
stood that the remuneration payable to the various editors 
would depend in some measure upon whether that amount 
and others advanced by similar bodies wero to be considered 
4s a debt against the Council of Law Reporting. He hardly 
knew how to meet so formidablo an antagonist as Mr. Roso, 
though he believed there was no one who had more at heart 
the interest and welfare of the profession, or who would 
more cordially support the council. Amongst other things, 
he had treated of the relations botwoon tho bar and their 
own branch of tho profession as likely to be affected by the 








new scheme of legal education. It was impossible to speak 
definitely on that subject at present, but the interests of 
solicitors would be carefully watched, and as there were 
nineteen out of the thirty members of the council on the list 
of directors of the Legal Education Association, he did not 
think there was much to fear. He was sure Mr. Rose would 
not object to the bar being educated, at all events—and he 
spoke seriously—up to their own standard. Men came from 
the universities with all their blushing honours thick upon 
them, and vaulted almost immediately into the arena of 
professional life, entirely untrained in the details of the pro- 
fession by which they expected to get their living; whereas 
an attorney had to pass a preliminary, intermediate and 
final examination, in addition to which he had the advantage 
of the classes and lectures which had recently been estab- 
lished. They must march with the times in the great ques- 
tion of education, but at the same time they intended to 
preserve the integrity of their own branch of the profession, 
and not be dragged at the chariot-wheels of any movement 
which would in the slightest degree tend to destroy their 
independence. No doubt they had grievances, but he was in 
hopes that when the bar had the advantage of more illumina- 
tion they would be ashamed of those things which were now 
sometimes done, of course through their clerks. No doubt 
there would be many details to be considered, but nothing 
would be done on their part without calling a meeting of 
the profession, which he hoped would be the largest ever 
held in that hall, Mr. Rose had proposed that they should 
mect oftener, but he did not know how, when, or where they 
were to meet, or what for, and he would remind the mem- 
bers that a limited number of the profession had at all times 
the power of calling a meeting. 

The motion for the adoption of the report was then put 
and carried unanimously, as was also the auditors’ report, 
the broad effect of which was that the annual income of the 
society was about £2,000, to meet an expenditure of about 
£1,710. 

The CHArrMan then proposed a resolution for reimbursing 
Mr. Chester the sum of £110, expenses which he had been 
put to in defending an action for defamation in consequence 
of information which he had given as to the conduct of an 
articled clerk which led to his being refused admission to, 
examination and to his master being struck off the rolls 
The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Rosertson submitted a resolution pledging the 
meeting to an approval of the Mid-London Railway scheme, 


; which included the formation of a new roadway from 


Holborn and the Strand to Lincoln’s-inn-fields, giving im- 
proved access to the new Courts of Law both by road and 
rail. After some discussion, several members objecting to 
the principle of such a resolution in the absence of any 
evidence on the other side, and the Chairman havi 
stated that the council had already given their conditio 
support to the scheme, Mr. Robertson withdrew the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. J. J. Merriman said it was evident that so broad and 
serious a matter as that opened up by the draft bill he had 
laid before the meeting could not be fairly considered at 
such a late hour, and, therefore, in order that it might be 
put in proper shape he had altered the resolution he had 
intended to propose, and should now submit it in the fol- 
lowing form :— 

“That the council of the Incorporated Law Society be 
requested to consider the expediency of calling the attention 
of Parliament to the injustice now done to the attorneys 
and solicitors of England and Wales, and to the prejudice 
of the public service, by their exclusion fron: various minor 
political and other public offices and appointments; and 
that the council be further requested to consider the ex- 
pediency of endeavouring to obtain the enactment of a 
measure which shall qualify attorneys and solicitors to hold 
such judicial and other public offices and appointments as 
thoir special ability and experience render them well-fitted 
to hold with advantage the public service.” 

Everyone must admit that the monopoly which they pos- 
sessed rested upon services which they contributed as an 


| equivalent to the public: and, of course, if they asked for 


the abolition of any disability under which they laboured, 
the oxus would lie upon them to show that the removal of 
the disability would tend to promote the public interest, 
and was desirable on the ground of public policy, Without 
going into detail, cither of compliment or censure, he ven- 
tured to broadly state this proposition as one which could 
not be controverted, that the present area of selection open 
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to advisers of the Crown was so limited that proper men ; 


could not be found to fill the offices. Over and over again 
at meetings of the Law Amendment Society and the Social 
Science Association, he had heard it stated, and it 
was a fact, that the public appointments to minor 
judicial offices were a scandal and a disgrace to 
the country. Of course, such a sweeping cen- 
sure applied only to a certain number of cases, and a large 
number must be excepted, but still there was hardly a 
number of the Law Times issued which did not repeat from 
the columns of some provincial newspaper an instance of 
ungentlemanly and almost injudicial oonduct on the part of 
a county court judge. Although many of these gentlemen 


were scarcely second in point of ability or moral character | 


to the superior judges, still there were many exceptions, 
and he could only attribute the appointments of such men 
to the area of selection being unduly narrowed. Again, 
with regard to the office of a stipendiary magistrate, they 
all knew that the amount of legal training required was 
exceeding small, but what was desired was a large practical 
acquaintance with the every-day business of the world, and 
there was no doubt that the experience and training of a 
solicitor fitted him to fill such an office part passu much 
better than a barrister. If these two offices were thrown 
open it would do more than anything else in his opinion to 
improve the social status ofthe profession. At the present 
moment there was a hard and fast linedrawn between the two 
branches which every rising man felt to be a great restraint 
uponhim. Hehimself had been strongly urged not to waste his 
time in that branch of the profession to which he had 
devoted himself, but to go to the bar; and from the second 
year of his articles down to the present moment he had 
been compelled to regret the step he had taken, although he 
had no reason to complain of the amountof success which had 
hitherto attended him. At the same time he felt this—and it 
was a consideration which must have pressed upon many other 
gentlemen—that there was nothing in the nature of things 
to prevent a man in his position, at the age of fifty or fifty- 
five, from holding a minor judicial appointment, such as 
at present it was provided by statute should be held only 
by a barrister of five or seven years’ standing. It seemed 


to him that such a rule was quite repugnant to the com- | 
mon law, and experience had shown that it was detrimental ! 
On these grounds he had some time | 


to the public interest. 
ago prepared the bill which he had now submitted, but he 
thought it only due to the council of that society that it 


should be first submitted to them, and that with their ap- | 
proval it would be more likely to pass into law; but if | 


there were any difficulty about Mr. Gregory taking up this 
matter, he conld himself easily get two members to place 
their names on the back of the bill, and he believed there 

ld be much less difficulty in passing it than in carrying 
a broad measure t for Lage education or any matter 
intended to benefi rs in an indirect way. 


seconded the resolution, and Mr. | 


f 

Sacspers, of Birmingham, also expressed his entire con- 
currence in it. 

Mr. B. J. Warsow said he much regretted that previous 

notice should not have beengivenof such an important matter 

cing intended to be introduced, and he quite agreed that 

sing of such a measure would do more than any- 

g else to raise the status of the profession ; the pecuniary 

ueration he did not care so much about, and he only 

he had any reasonable hope of seeing such an Act 

elaw. He would remind the meeting of a fact which 

aad perhaps forgotten, that many years ago, an Act of 

a somewhat sir haracter was passed, putting attorneys 

years’ standing, say ten, in the 

ppointments, on the same footing as 

even years standing. He had no objec- 

istinction, and was quite willing to 

ght represent the cavalrv while they 

i the part of the more serviceable infantry, but the 

next year that Act was repealed, attorneys were altogether 

and only barristers of ten years’ standing were 

ible as county court judges. He did not want 

to pull down the bar, indeed many of them had sons at 

they wanted to raise themselves, and he hoped 

r. Merriman might speedily become the law of 


barristers of say 


disqualified, 


‘KK inguired if any provision were made for 
removing the which attorneys and solicitors 
lavoared under with regard to the office of magistrates in 
boroughs, except while they filled the office of mayor, and 


disability 








ex-mayor. He said this greatly affected their social position 
in the country. 

Mr. Merriman said this question had occurred to his 
mind, but he had been desirous of simplifying the matte 
as much as possible, and of opening offices of emolument 
as well as of honour. It was ou within his own knoy. 
ledge that in many cases solicitors were placed on the 
commission of the peace after they had retired from practice, 
and he must confess that there would be many difficulties 
in the way of a practising solicitor holding the office of 
magistrate. At the same time this bill was open to an 
amendment which the council or the members might wis 
to introduce. 

The CHAIRMAN said he apprehended there could not be 
any objection to the resolution ; the council had_ already 
passed a resolution to much the same effect, and it would 
have been struggled for on the last occasion, but it was 
feared to endanger the success of the measure then in pro. 

ress. 
r Mr. Merriman said he had been astonished to see how 
destitute of any practical result had been the suggestions 
heretofore made for improving the social status of the pro- 
fession. As conductor for many years of a public newspaper 
he had had some facilities for gauging the force of public 
opinion, and he believed that a simple bill of this kind, 
affirming a broad principle of public policy, would have a 
much better chance of passing than one of a more complex 


| and indirect charater. 


Mr. SavnvERs said, when county courts were introduced 
in 1847, the motion that attorneys should be elegible as 
judges was only lost by a very small majority, and they had 
certainly much more influence in the House of Commons at 
the present time than they had then. 

Mr. Munton and Mr. Krtmser also supported the resolu. 
tion which was carried without opposition. 

The proceedings terminated with a vote of thanks to the 
chairman for his able conduct in the chair and for the 
valuable assistance which he aad rendered to the society 
during the past year. 





METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 
Tue Hicu Court or Justick AND THE APPELLATE JURIS- 
DICTION BILLs. 

To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament assembled. 
The humble Petition of the Metropolitan and Provincial 

Law Association 
Sheweth,—That on the appointment by her Majesty on 

the 18th September, 1867, of Commissioners to inquire into 
the operation and effect of the present constitution of the 
several courts of law and equity in England, your petitioners 
took a lively interest in such inquiry, and, after earnest con- 
sideration of the subjects so referred, joined with the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society in making various sugges- 
tions to the Royal Commissioners, and especially expressed 
their opinion that the present separation of jurisdiction was 
injurious to the suitors and that one general court ought to 
be established. 

That your petitioners have felt much gratification at the 
recommendations in this respect made by the Royal Com- 
missioners in their report submitted to her Majesty and 
presented to your honourable House. 

That your petitioners have observed with great satisfac. 
tion the introduction into your honourable House of two 
bills shortly intituled “The High Court of Justice Act, 
1870,” and “ The Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1870,” for 
the purpose of carrying into effect the recommendations of 
the Royal Commissioners. 

That in the judgment of your petitioners it is most essen 
tial to the interests of the community* that the proposed 
abolition of the present distinctions between courts 
equity and courts of law should be made without delay, 
aud they respectfully submit that the preparation of rales 
providing for the regulation of all matters relating to the 
institution and conduct of business, or incidental to, or con- 
nected with, the administration of justice in such courts 
when consolidated, may be properly deferred until after the 
said bills now before your honourable House shall have 
become law. 

Your go rempe therefore, humbly pray that your 
honourable Houge will not delay to give offect to the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commissioners, but will be pleased 
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with such amendments as may be necessary or ex- 
hen. the said bills for the establishment of a High Court 
of Justice and a Court of Appellate Jurisdiction. 
And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 
(Signed) J. Frep. Berver, Chairman. 
(Signed) Puiuir Rickman, Secretary. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


JULY EXAMINATION 
On the Sussects of the Lecrurges and Crassgs of the 

Reapers of the Inns of Court, held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, 

on the 30th of June, and the Ist and 2nd days of July, 

1870. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded the follow- 
ing exhibitions, of the value of thirty guineas each, to en- 
dure for two years, to the undermentioned students :— 

Constitutional Law and Legal History.—Edwin Pears, 
Esq., student of the Middle Temple. 

Jurisprudence, Civil and International Law.—Edward 
Walker Brandard Hance, Esq., student of the Middle 
Temple. 

Equity.—Henry Charles 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

The Common Law.—Hugh Francis McDermott, Eszq., 
student of the Inner Temple. 

The Law of Real Property, &c.—George Welby King, 
Esq., student of Gray’s-inn. 

The Council of Legal Education have also awarded the 
following exhibitions of the value of twenty guineas each, 
to endure for two years, but to merge on the acquisition 
of a superior exhibition :— 


Deane, Esq., student of 





| the Oxford Circuit. 


Money Marker AnD City Inrecutennce. 

This week has witnessed a continuance of last weeks’ agitation; 
at onetime the markets were in an almost “ hysterical” con- 
dition, sinking at every offer to sell. At length, however, the 
low prices have begun to tempt investors, and a small but 
steady current of purchases has set in, made by bond fide in- 
vestors. In the present state of Continental affairs it is impos- 
sible to predict the state of the markets a week hence, but the 

resent moment exhibits a tendency to improvement. The 
laa rate of discount has moved up to 3} per cent. 








Mr. W. N. Marcy, solicitor, and clerk of the peace for Wor- 
cestershire, has purchased the manor of Bewdley. 

Mr. Julian Goldsmid, barrister-at-law, of Somerhill, near 
Tunbridge, has been elected in the Liberal interest as M.P. for 
Rochester, in succession to the late Mr. Serjeant Kinglake. 
Mr. Goldsmid is the eldest and only surviving son of the late 
Mr. Frederic David Goldsmid (who was M.P. for Honiton 
from July, 1866, till his death in March, 1866), by Caroline, 
only daughter of Philip Samuel, Esq., of Bedford-place, Rus- 
sell-square; he is therefore a nephew of Sir Francis H. Gold- 
smid, Q.C., M.P. for Reading, to whose baronetcy he is heir- 

resumptive. He was born in 1838, and was educated at 
Jniversity College, London, of which institution he became a 
fellow ; he matriculated at the London University in 1856, and 
graduated B.A. in 1859, taking the first place in classics. He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in January, 1864, joining 
He was elected M.P. for Honiten in 


1866, and continued to represent that now disfranchised 


: borough till the general election of 1868, when he was an 


| unsuccessful candidate for Mid-Surrey. 


He is a magistrate 


; and deputy-lieutenant for the county of Kent. 


Equity.—Frederick George Carey, Esq., student of the 


Inner Temple. 

The Common Law.—William Bennett Rickman, Esq., 
student of the Inner Temple. 

The Law of Real Property, &c.—Samuel Lewis, Esq., 
student of the Middle Temple. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 





GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quoratroy, July 22, (870. 

From the Official List of the aclual business transacted. } 
3 per Cent, Consols, 90} Annuities, April, 785 
Ditto for Account, Aug. 90} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1993 
3 per Cent. Reduced 90§ Ex Bills, £1000, — par Cs 
New 3 per Cent., 90} Ditto, £500, Do —5 pm 
Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, "94 Nitto, £100 & £200,— 5pm 
Do, 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stoo, 4} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 | Ct. (last half-year) 233 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
{ndia Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 204 Ind. Enf. Pr.,5 pC., Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account 
Ditto 5 per Cent. July, 80 111 
Ditto for Account, — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct, ’88 1024 
Nitto, ditto, Certificates, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 93 


5 pm 


D 

Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
April,’64— 

Do. Do ,5 per Cent., Aug. '73 104 


Ditto, ditto, under €100d, 24pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Railways. x Closing prices 


Caledonian,......0000+ 
Glasgow and South- 

| Great Enstern Ordinary Stook . 

Do., Bast Anglian Stock, No.2 
| Great NOrthern siscessseserseeeeees 
D0., A StOCK® ..essecrorrscrs evens 

Great Southern and Western of Ireland 

| Great Western—Original ,, 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ,, 

| London, Brighton, and South Co 

| London,Chatham, and Dover,,,.... 
London and North-Weastorn,,,.. 

| London and South-Western ,......, 
Manchester, SheMeld, and Linooln, 
MObrOPOLLbAN,...cccsesreeserersesreeeers 
BAIA reorrssvosencrvrerceescencercere 

| Do,, Birmingham and Derby 
North British , 

| North London ,, 
North Statfordshi 
South Dovon vere 
South-Kaatorn eoeenee 
Tatl Vale... areennees Ovcerneccoese 





~~ © A receives uo dividend until d por cont, bas boon paid to B, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTUS. 

Brooxs—On Thursday, July 14, at Brooklands, Streatham, 
Surrey, the wife of George Henry Brooks, Esq., of Doctors’- 
commons, London, of @ son. 

Forp—On July 16, at 6, Southwick-place, Hyde-park-square, 
the wife of Edmund S. Ford, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 


| KrrKE—On July 13, at King’s Newton, near Derby, the wife 


of Henry Kirke, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


| CLAaRKE—BrowN—On July 20, at Trinity Church, Birchfields, 


J. B. Clarke, of Birmingham, solicitor, to Maria, third daugh- 
ter of T. B. Brown, also of Birmingham. 


LON LON GAZETTES. 


TUinding up of Joint-Stock Companies. 
Faipay, July 15, 1870. 
Limmtep in CHANCERY. 





| Bohemian Glass Company (Limited) —The Master of the Rolls has, by 


an order dated July 9, ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above company be continued. 


| General Company for the Promotion of Land Credit (Limited).—Vice- 


itto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 109} | 


Chancellor Malins has, by an order dated April 26, appointed Sir 
Henry Drummond Wolff, of Hants, Lachlan Mackintosh Rate, of 60, 
Threadneedle-street, and George Augustus Cape, of 8, Old Jewry, to 
be official liquidators. 


| Great Oceanic Telegraph Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, 


! 
Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 24 pm 


on or before July 28, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Maynard, of 35, Old 
Broad-street. Saturday, Aug 6 at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Land and Sea Telegraph Constraction Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up, presented July 1, directed to be heard before V ive-Chan- 
cellor Malins on July 15. Darley, John-street, Bedford-row, solicitor 
for the petitioner. 

Lisburne Consols Silver Lead Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up, presented Juiy 13, directed to be heard defore Viee-Chan- 
cellor Bacon on July 23. Noyes, Broad Sactuary, Westminster, soli- 
citor for the petitioner, . 

Mont Cenis Railway Company (Li 
sented July 14, directed to be} 
July 22. Harrison & Co, Bedford 


mited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
ard before Vice-Chancellor Matins on 
-row, solicitors for th r. 


| Rheidol Silver Lead Mining Company (Limited).— Petitio: 


up, presented July 12, directed to be heard befor : 
Bacon on Ju'y 23. Noyes, Broad Sanctuary, West 
for the petitioner 


; Santa Clara Lead Mining Company (Limited) .— Petition for winding u 


presented July 12, directed to be heard before Vioe-Chanee 


on July 23, Noyes, Broad Sanctuary, Westminster, soliciter for 
petitioner, 


County Panatine oF Lancaster, 


Liverpool and District Permanent Benefit Building Sooiety, 


cellor Wickens has, by an onder dated July 5, ordered tha 
company be wound up, Tyrer & Oo, solicitors for the petiganers 
Teespay, July 19, 1870 
Usninrren iy Chancert 
North Wheal Exmouth Mining Company. The Master of the 
will, on Wednesday, Aug 3, at half-past one, at Ris chamber, pro 
coed to make a call on the several persons who are settled on the fist 
of contributories, and proposes that such call shall de fer ar shit 
lings and six peace per share, 


Do 
ae 
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Skipton and Wharfdale Railway Company.—Vice-Chancellor Malins 
has fixed July 28, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an 
official liquidator. 

LiMiTED «Nn CHANCERY. 


Atlantic and Pacific International Ship Canal Company (Limited).—Vice- 


Chancellor Stuart has, by an order dated July 8, ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Randall & Augier, Gray's-inn-piace , 
Gray’s-inn, solicitors for the petitioner. fe 
Bangor and Port Madoc Slate and Slate Slab Ouney een egy 
a 
, 
es 


Vice-Chancellor Malins has, by an order dated July 1, ordere 
the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. 
Co, 26, Austinfriars, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Bron Heulog Lead Mining Company (Limited)—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated July 14, appointed William Brooks, of 11, 
Old Jewry, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to William Brooks, of 11, Old Jewry-cham- 
bers. Monday, Oct 31, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims. 

Freehold and General Investment Company (Limited).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Aug 19, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Cooper, of 13, 
George-street, Mansion house. Friday, Nov 4, at 12, is appointéd for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Freehold Land and Ground Rent Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
Malins has, by an order dated July 8, ordered that the above com- 
pany be wound up. It was also ordered that Frederick Maynard be 
appointed official liquidator. Tucker, St. Swithin’s-lane, solicitor for 
the petitioner. 

General Company for the Promotion of Land Credit (Limited).—Cre- 
ditors are required, on or before Oct 29, to send their names and ad- 
dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Augustus Cape, of 8, Old Jewry. Saturday, Nov 26, at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Leeswood Main Coal Cannel and Oil Company (Limited).—The Master 
of the Rolls has, by an Order dated May 11, appointed James Wake- 
field, of Corn Exchange-Chambers, Chester, to be official liquidator. 

Senth Wales Daily Newspaper Company (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented July 16, directed to be heard before the Master of 
the Rolls on July 30. Sawbridge & Wrentmore, Wood-street, Cheap- 
side, for Waldron, Cardiff, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Cicditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
FripayY, July 15, 1870. 

Hills, Robt, Stone, Isle of Wight, Yeoman. 
M.R. Mew, Newport. 

Hope, Jas, Sloane-street, Chelsea. Oct 10. Hopew Hope, V.C. Stuart. 
Mason, Maddox-st, Regent-st. 

Newman, Julia Augusta, Shepperton, Middx, Widow. July 28. Hayes v 
Wickeos, V.C. Malins. Prichard, Bedford-row. 
Thomas, Wm, Carmarthen, Leatherseller. Sept 1. 

V.C. Malins. Morris, Carmarthen. 

Waller, Hy, Paversbrook, Wilts, Farmer. Aug 24. 
M.R. Clarkson, Calne. 

Togspar, July 19, 1870. 

Dean, Chas Richd, Brighten, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Sept 1. 
Dean r Dean, V.C. Stuart. Roberts, Walbrook. 

Hobbs, Richd Miles, Holtsppr, Bucks, Farmer. Mobbs v 
Hobbs, V.C. Malins. Cooper, Billiter-st. 

Holmes, John, Sheffield, Collier. Oct 1. Bellamy wv Holmes, V.C, 
Stuart. Sugg, Sheffield. 

McGregor, Dan|, Waltor-on-the-Hi'l, Lancaster. Schoolmaster. Oct 1. 

Nender ¢ Philip, V.C. Staart. Martin, Lpool. 


Crevitors uuder 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Lut Day of Claim. 
Pawar, July 15, 1870. 
Bennett, Wm Powell, Roath, nr Cardiff, Lieut-Col. Sept 1. 
Sherley, Cardiff. 
Campbell, Rev Augnustds, Childwall, Lancaster, Rector. 
Laces & Co, Lpool. 
Carthew, Peter, Palace-gardens, Kensington, Esq. Ang 12. 
& &, New-s4, Lincoln's ina. 
Collings, Wm. Sharples, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. 
Raraomell & Pennington, Bolton. 
Candall, Wm, Copmanthorpe. Yors,Gent. Aug z0. Thompson, York. 
Disney, Hy Beverley, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Master Mariner. Aug 15. 
Kest, Norwich. 
Lead- 


Dizon, John, Eroadoaks, Northomberland, Farmer. 
Dedeworth, Harriet Maria, Leeds, Spinster. Aug 15. Barr & Co 
Leda 


Aug 10. Hills v Hills, 


Thomas v Aaron, 


Mower v Beaven, 


Aug 18. 


Luard & 
Aug 16. 
Markby 
Aug |. 


Aug 31. 
bitter, Neweaatle-on-Tyne. 


Doalety, Caristopber, Lunatic Asylum, Colney Hatch, Jeweller. July 
%. Loulton & fons, Northampton- aq. 

Kijia, Predk Adam, Australia, Admiraity Agent. 
Lace, Nicholas lane 

Piint, Thos, Suethieid, Tailor, Aug 5. Johnson & Wertheralls, Tem- 
y a 

Gore, Jun, BriatcA, Admiral. Ang 3l. Cooke & Yon, Bristol, 

Grandy, FAmand , Coghurst, Sussex, Woollen Manufactarer. Sept 17. 
Conte & Leal, Manch. 

Harr is, Hannah, Uriets’, Widow. Aug 31, Cooke & Sons, Bristol. 

Hore, Thos, Vareham, Southampton, Kaq. Sept 30. Keleall, Fareham. 

Houghton, Richard, triabane, Australia, Kaq. Augi2. Heane, New- 


Oct 1. Pitman & 


Hablerl, Warrict, Peckham-yrove, Camberwell, Widow. 
Bie & ton, Gaeen-st, Cheapside 
SMe Aug vetine 16, Catnden-town, Gent. 


Ang 2%, 


Wr Alien, H 
hearth, We teck-st, Cavendish -1q. 

bammeun, Jin Gurwers, Veriton Newington batts, Saloon Keeper, 
Aan 5. Yarrow, & Geng ord, Bouthiwark, 

Leativtier, Timothy, Twylnd, terks, Gent. Aug 22 
Smal. Varton-wpan-T rent. 

= _ Ward taught, trownaover Hall, Warwick, Vaq 

arta, Maghy 


Aug 14, 


Kichardson & 
fept 1. 





Martin, Alrred, Gracechurch-st, Merchant. Sept 1. Yeo & Warner, 
Hart-st, Bloomsbury-sq. 
Morley, Geo, Borrowby, York, Yeoman. Sept 10, Jefferson, Northal. 


lerton. 
Palmer, Wm, Peckwater-st, Kentish Town, Gent. Sept 1. Jones &Co, 
Tooley-st, Southwark. 
Pilkington, Amos, Manch, Gent. Aug3!. Crowther, Manch. 
—— Sarah, Willenhall, Statford, Spinster, Aug 13. Best, Willen. 
all. 
Taylor, Geo, Totnes, Devon. Sept 1. Clayton, Lancaster-pl, Strand. 
Woodward, Fras, Cvery, Cheshire, Widow. Augl. Jas Newell. 


TuespaY, July 19, 1870. 
Albon, Wim, South Molton-st, Oxford-st, Architect. 
Furnival’s-inn. 
Breach, Philip James, Twyford, Berks, Esq. Aug15. Ford & Lloyd, 
Bloomsbury-sa, 

Catterson, Thos, Helmsley, York, Plumber. Aug 10. Simpson. 
Cobbett, John, Hove, Brighton, Gent. Sept 13. Francis & Bosanquet, 
Austinfriars. 

o- Mary Ann, Northleach, Gloucestershire, Spinster. 
oren, 
Gosden, Geo, Newport, Isle of Wight, Accountant. Aug 22. James & 
Co, Newport. 
Gunn, John, Normanton, Nottingham, Victualler, Aug 26. Percy & 
Co, Nottingham. 
ro. Wm, Glossop, Derby, Cotton Spinner. Sept 15. Sale & Co, 
anch. 
Inglesant, Joseph, Quordon, Leicester, Barrister-at-Law. Aug 20, 
Harrisons, London. 
Mason, Rev Abraham, Clifton, nr Bristol. Aug1l0. Lake & Co, New- 
8q, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Morris, Wm Barker, Harley-st, Bow-st, Bow-rd, Gent. Sept19. Rison 
& Son, Cannon:st. 
Naylor, Nathaniel, Neecastle-upon-Tyne, Fruiterer. Oct 31. Joel, 
Newcastle-uuon-Tyne. 
Smart, Fras Margaret, Bedford-sq, Widow. Aug 26. Booty & Butt, 
Raymond-bidgs, Gray’s-inn. 
Templer, Anna Maria, Heavitree, nr Exeter, Widow. Sept 1. 


Teignmouth. 
Williams, Sir Wm, Tregullow, Cornwall, Bart. Oct6. Smith & Co, 


Sept 12. Dale, 


Sept 1, 


Templer, 


ruro. 
Williams, Wm, Rhiges, Glamorgan, Farmer. Aug 20. Kempthune, 
Neath. 
Geeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farpay, July 15, 1870. 


Harbour, Thos Alfd, Colchester, Essex, Boot Maker. 
Reg July 12. 


May 16. Comp. 


Bankrupls 
Fripay, July 15, 1870. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Bean, John Geo Whittingstall, Downshire-hill, Hampstead-heath, Coal 
Agent. Pet July 11. Wazlitt. Juiy 27 att. 
Bertrand, John, Savile-row, Burlinzton-gardens, Manager to the Staf- 
ford Club. PetJune 12. Roche. July 25 at), 
Chapman, Edwd Wm, Tooley-st, Southwark, Licensed Lighterman. Pet 
July 13. Hazlitt. Aug 3at 12. 
Gorham, Sarah Ann, | avies-st, Berkeley-sq, out of business. Pet June 
13. Pepys. Aug 10 at 12. 
Hexter, Saml, Warwick-ct, Regent-st, Warehouseman. Pet July 12. 
Brougham. Aug 1 at 12, 
—_ C. E., Lombard-st, Timber Broker, Pet July 11. Murray. July 
7 at 2, 
Marchbank, Wm, Torriano avenue, Kentish Town, Draper. Pet Jnly 13, 
Spring-Rice. Aug | atl. 
McEwan, Peter, Queen’s-rd, Bayswater, Wine Merchant. Pet July 12. 
Brougham. July 15 at 2. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


hi Se 


Barker, John, Warrington, L e, 
Nicholson. July 26 at 12, 

Bond, Shem, Luton, Bedford, Baker. 
Aug | at 2. 

Good, Alex, Hucknall-under-Huthwaite, Notts, Draper. Pet July 12, 
Patchitt, Nottingham, July 26 at II, 

Hall, John, Charlton, Kent, Barge Owner. Pet July 11. Bishop. Green- 
wich, July 28 at 12. 

McKellar, Wm, Torquay, Devon, Grocer. Pet July 14. 

Pet July 13. 


Pet July 9 
Luton 





Pet July 9. Austin. 


Daw. Exeter, 
July 26 at 11. 

Owens, Robt, Lpool, Shipping Agent, 
July 25 at 2. 

Rowland, Chas + Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 11. Hime. 
Lpool, July 27 at 2. 

Shaw, Thos Jefferson, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Gent. Pet July IL. 
Bolton. Blackburn, July 27 at 1). 

Somerset, Rev Wim, Woolastone Rectory, Gloucester, Clerk in Holy 
Orders, Vet July 14, Roberts, Newport, July 27 at 1. 

Stokes, Thos Oliver, Rochford, Hereford, Farmer, Pet July 11, Talbot. 
Kidderminster, July 26 at 2, 

Wear, Hichd, Leeds, Grocer. Marshall, Leeds, July 

Pot July 3, 


26 atl. 
Salford, July 


Hime. Lpool, 


Pet July 12, 

Wilson, Wim Elias, Plymouth, Devon, Builder, Pearce, 

Kast Stonehouse, Aug 2 at II, 

Wood, John, Manch, Grocer, Pet July i. 
20 at it, 


Lister. 


‘Lurspay, July 19, 1870, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debt to the Kogletrar, 
To Surrender in London, 
Butterick, Hy, High-»t, Camden Town, Joweller, Vot July 14, Pepys+ 
Atig | at 2. 





July 23,1870. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


789 








po 
surridge, William Hy, Oxford-st, Bootmaker. Pet July 12. Brougham. 
ug lat ll 


wae, Jas Bressey,& Wm Jas Turner, High-st, Stoke Newington, 
Beer Bottlers. PetJuly 14. Hazlitt. Aug 10 at 10.30. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Astin, Sam}, Cardiff. Pet Julyi4. Langley. Cardiff, Aug tat 11, 
Chambers, John, & Geo Sweeting, Heaton, York, Builders, Pet July 15. 
Robinson. Bradford, Aug 5 at 9. 
Clarkson, Christopher, Sherburn, York, Butcher. Pet July 15. Woodall. 


Scarborough, Aug 3 at 2. 
Ely, John Jas, Chatham, Kent, Surgeon, Pet July 14. Acworth. Ro- 


chester, Ang 4 at 11. 3 
Grisewood, Richd, Market Weighton, York, Grocer. Pet July 12, Per- 


kins. York, Aug 5 at 12. 
Grose, Benj Lill'stone, Ipswich, Suffolk, Attorney. Pet July 14. Prety- 


man. Ipswich, July 30 at 12. 


Jenkins, Joseph Jones, Waterton Hall, nr Bridgend, Glamorgan, Far- | 


mer. Pet July 14. Langley. Cardiff, Aug | at 11, 
Norman, Mark Wm, Blunham, Bedford, Corn Factor. 
Pearson. Bedford, Aug 3 at 1). : 

Snow, Fredk, St. George’s, Salop, Provision Dealer. Pet July 15. Potts. 
Madeley, Aug 3 at 2. . 
Turner, Jas Wm, Halifax, York, Stuff Merchant. Pet July 13. Rankin, 

Halifax, Aug 2 at 2. 
Warrell, Wm, St Alban’s, Hertford, Farmer. Pet July 15. St 
Alban’s, Aug 1 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, July 15, 1870. 
Beach, John, Oldbury, Worcester, Maltster. July 4. 
Le Paige, Louis, Bradford, York, Soap Manufacturer. July 12, 
TueEsDay, July 19, 1870. 
Brazil, Clarance, Preston, Manufacturer of Cotton Goods. July 15. 
Brazil, Hy Martin, Horwich, Lancashire, Manufacturer of Cotton Goods. 
July 15. 
Howes, Edwd, Fenton, Lincoln, Farmer. July 5. 
Jackson, Emily Jane, Dover, Kent, Widow. July 15. 
Padley, Alfa, Dover, Kent, Gent. July 12, 
Patterson, Mary, Ealing, Middx, Widow. July 13. 
Strangman, Richd Thos, Groombridge-rd, South Hackney, General 
Merchant. Joly 15. 


Pet July 14, 


Biagg. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
ls for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 
Prorosat ror Loan oN MortGaGes. 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annualor other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particuiars of securi’y, and, if land or build- 
ings, state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected w th the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
IEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 

4 Amsterdam Exhibition, 869, First Prize, being above the Gold 
Medal. Supplied to the British, French, Prussian, Russian, Italian, 
Dutch, and other Governments. Dr, Lankester writes regarding Extract 
of Meat:—‘‘ But there is a difference in flavour, and here, as in all 
other kinds of food, it is the flavour that makes the quality.” It is 
essentially on account of the fine meaty flavour, as distinguished from 
the burnt tasto of other Extracts, the LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT 
defeated all Australian and other sorts at Paris, Havre and Amsterdam, 
and is so universally preferred in all European markets. 

One pint of fine-flavoured Beef-tea at 24d. Most convenient and 
economic ** stock.” 

Cavrron.—Require Baron Liebig’s, the inventor's, signature on every 
Jar, and ask distinctly for LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT, 
BANKRUPTCY FORMS & BOOKS, | 2:.6d. Per Quire 
All the Prescribed 1 POST FREE, 


Lists & Spock 
mens on Applica 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice. 


rms are Published and 
ih 


oct, London, B.0, 


turn of Post. 


sup} 
ENIGHT & 00., 90, F 


Orders are Execut 


The BOOKS AND EMS kept in stock for immediate uae 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION apeedily printed 
in the preper form for rowistration and distribution, SHARK ORR. 
TIFICATES engraved aid printed, OFBICIAL SEALS designed 
and exeouted. No charge for sketches, Companies Fee Stamps, 
Railway Registration Foriuas. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Kngravors, Rogistration Agents, &e,, 49, Fleet- 
Street, London, KC, (corner of Sexjoante’ inn), 


| SOVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE, 
KL 48, St. James’s-street, and 110, Cannon-street, London. 

New Policies were issued in 1869 for £311,250, at an average of £680 
each. The Life and Annuity Funds connected with the Office exceed 
, £600,000. Advances are made on Freeholds, &c.; also, to a limited 
| extent, on first-class Personal Security. 

i H. D. DAVENPORT, Secretary. 





] NUARDIAN FIRE and LIFE ASSURANCE 


Subseribed Capital £2,000,000. 
‘ DIRECTORS. 
| Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. J. G. Hubbard, Esq. 
| Hy. Bonham-Carter, Esq. Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
( Charles Wm, Curtis, Esq. G. J. Shaw Lefevre, Esq., M.P. 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. John Martin, Esq. 
| Francis Hart Dyke, Esq. Rowland Mitchell, Esq. 


| Wt COMPANY, 11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. Established 1821. 


Sir W. R. Farquhar, Bart. Augustas Prevost, Esq. 
James Goodson, Esq. Abraham J. Robarts, Esq. 
Archibald Hamilton, Esq. William Steven, Esq. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq. John G. Talbot, Esq.,M.P. 
Richard M. Harvey, Esq. Henry Vigne, Esq. 
SecreTany—Thomas Tallemach, Esq. Actvary—Saml. Brown, Esq. 
The total net Assets of the Company, at Christmas last, were invested 
in separate trusts, as follows :— 
} Proprietors’ and Annuity Fund ous esa p= «+» £1,038,345 
| Fire Branch Fund a i wat ‘a on a a 


i : 1399 
Life Branch Fund 1,561,424 


Total a ‘id oe £2,790, 165 
The annual interest receivable on these funds was £127,320, the in- 
come from Fire and Life Premiums was £218,166, making the total 


revenue of the Company £345,486. 
LIFE BRANCH. 
Summary of the Quinquennial Valuation at Christmas, 1869 :— 
R. 


«+» $1,520,106 
1,561,421 
28,977 


£3,110,504 


Value of £130,282 full premiums... ie oes 
Life Assurance and Bonus Funds... . ... eco eee 
Net Value of £299,812, re-assured r i ° 


Dr. 

Value of £4,441,351, sums assured and exist- 
ing bonuses ooo 7m ove £2.706,305 

Reserve for future profits, expenses, &c. ewe «269,392 

—— 2,975,697 


ose “ 


Surplus, being balance 
9 


of profits for five years, divisible at 
Christmas, 186 aoe eee a sil 


. ee £134,807 

The above valuation was made by a3 per cent. table, while the rate 
of interest now obtained on the assets in the Life Branch is 3} per cent. 
No ene of the sum reserved for future profits and expenses has been 
touched. 

The investments are fally specified in the Report. 

The Actuary’s Report, giving full particulars of the recent valvation, 
prospectus, and forms of proposal for life or fire assurance, may be ob- 
tained from the Secretary. 


“LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, PLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN (many yearswith the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwaris 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &., 
and hereby solicits their continued support. —N.B. One copy of advertise. 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference. 


LASGOW and the HIGHLANDS.— ROYAL 
ROUTE, vid CRINAN and CALEDONIAN CANALS, by Royal 
Mail Steamer IONA, from Bridge Wharf, Glasgow, conveying pas- 
sengers for OBAN, FORT WILLIAM and INVERNESS daily, except 
Sunday, at 7 a.m. (trains to Greenock at 8.5 and 8.15 am.). For 
sailings to Gairloch, Ross-shire, Staffa, Iona, Glencoe, Mull, Skye, Lewis, 
and West Highlands, see time bills, with maps, free of Camden Hotter, 
Bookseller, 151, Piccadilly, London, and by pest, free on application to 
David Hutcheson & Co., 119, Hope-street, Glasgow. 








Or ICES to LET, at 12, Cook’s-court, Carey- 


street.—Apply to the Housekeeper, 





A large Discount for Cash. 
I ILLS of COMPLAINT, 5/6 per page, 20 copies, 
subject to a Discount of 20 per cent. for cash ; being at the rate 
net of 46 por pago—a lower charge than has hitherto been offeral by 
the trade, 
Yarrs & Arex anper, Printers, Symonds-inn, Chancerylane, 


PRINTING of EVERY DESCRIPTION, Plain 


and Ornamental—Newspapers, Books, Pamphiets, Praspeetases, 
Civeulars, &e,--with promptitude and at moderate charges, dy 


Yares & Apxxanperr, Symonds-inn (and Church-passage), Chancery 
lane, 
A UTHORS ADVISED WITH as to the Cost af 
i Printing and Publishing, and the Cheapest Mode of Bringing 


out MSs, 


Yarns & Avexanper, Printers, 7, Symonds-inn, Chancery lane, 
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AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
_4 COMPANY, 126, Chancery-lane.—Capital, One Million Sterling 
fully subscribed. Upwards ef 350 shareholders, members of the legal 
profession. 
Annual life premiums UpWATGS Of ...s.r0eee serrereeeerrre £50,000 
Annual fire premiums upwards Of ..........s0000 23,000 
Accumulated fund, exclusive of share eapital and 
fund, upwards of _ 200,000 
Invested in first-class mortgage securities, reversionary interests, and 
English Government Funds. 
Prospectuses, copies of the Directors’ Report, and annual balance- 
sheet, and every information, sent, post free, on application to 
Oct., 1869. FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


pues AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
BANKERS, 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., The NATIONAL BANK OF 
SCOTLAND, and the BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At4 ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto 

Bits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates AND PurcuaséEs effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 


British and Indian, *ransacted. 
J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


eesceeeeece 











City of London.—A very valuable Freehold Ground-rent of £500 per 
annum, most amply secured. 
MESSES. HARDS, VAUGHAN & LEIFCHILD 
are instructed to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Token- 
house-yard, City, on THURSDAY, AUGUST 11, at ONE for TWO o'clock 
precisely, a very valuable and important FREEHOLD ESTATE, com- 
prising a ground-rent of £500 per annum, most amply secured upon all 
those newly-erected business premises, eligibly situate, and being 150 
and 151i, Fenchurch-street, one of the most leading thoroughfares in the 
heart of the city of London, and in the centre of the colonial markets, 
with reversion to the rack rents in 1948, estimated to produce £2,500 
per annum. The property is sold subject to a rent-charge of £5 per 
annum. The land-tax is redeemed. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of 
Messrs. HOLMER, ROBINSON & STONEHAYM, Solicitors, 5, Philpot- 
lane, Fenchurch-street, E.C. ; 
at the Auction Mart ; or of the Auctioneers. 





Brighton.—Valuable Freehold Estates, producing a net rental of £200 


per annum. 
M ESSRS. HARDS, VAUGHAN & LEIFCHILD 
~ are instructed to SELL by AUCTION, by order of the Trustees 
of the late Mrs, Baines, deceased, at the OLD SHIP HOTEL, King’s- 
road, Brighton, on TUESDAY, 9th of AUGUST, at TWO for THREE 
o’clock precisely, in Two Lots, valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES, com- 
prising all those substantiaily erected and double fronted, corner busi- 
ness premises, known as the Golden Canister, most advantageously 
situate, being No. 43, East-street, at the corner of Market-street, 
Brighton, within a short distance of the railway station and parade ; let 
on a repairing lease to Mr. Unwin, grocer and tea dealer, for an unex- 
pired term of 12 years, at the net rent of £170 per annum ; tenant pays 
all rates and taxes, and insures; also a valuable villa residence, plea- 
santly situate, facing St. Peter’s Church, Old Steine, and known as No. 
3, York-place, Brighton, within about eight minutes’ walk of the rail- 
way station, pier, and parade; let to Mrs. Meyer, ona yearly tenancy, at 
the rent of £30 per annum. 

May be viewed by permission of the respective tenants, and particu- 
lars and conditions of sale may be had of 

Messrs. CHAPMAN, CLARKE & TURNER, Solicitors, 24, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, W.C. ; 

of H, J. LANCHESTER, Esq., Architect, Stanford ; Estate office, King’s- 
road, Brighton ; at the Old Ship Hotel, Brighton; at the Mart; or cf the 
Auctioneers. ‘ 





Norfolk.—By order of the Executors of the late Charles Goodwin, Esq., 
deceased. In Eighteen Lots. 


R. KEYSELL will SELL by AUCTION, at the 
GLOBE INN, KING'S LYNN, on THURSDAY, JULY 28, at 
FOUR, @ compact FREEHOLD FARM, with Residence and Outbuild- 
ings; several plots of valuable freehold land, comprising about 125 
acres, and five acres of copyhold land, a wheelwright’s premises and 
garden, situate at Gaywood; three freehold brick-built houses, large 
orchard ; two freehold public houses at King’s Lynn ; also two freehold 
cottages at Downham Market; and three freehold cottages at Stow, all 
in the county of Norfolk, 
Particulars and conditions of sale, with plan, may be had of 
Messrs. POOLE & HUGHES, Solicitors, 9, New-square, Lincoln’s- 


inn; 

J.J. STOCKING, Esq., King’s Lynn ; 

Messrs. PARTRIDGE & EDWARDS, Solicitors, Lynn; 
at the Globe Inn, King’s Lynn; and of Mr. KEYSELL, Auctioneer and 
Surveyor, 51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 








MORTGAGE BY AUCTION. 


ILLIAM LAWSON will, on JULY 27th, 1870, 
at ONE p.m., put up by AUCTION, at BLENNERHASSET- 
(if not previously disposed of), the MORTGAGE (for ten years) of hig 
BLENNERHASSET ESTATE, consisting of about 400 acres of high-class 
Farming Land with extensive new Farm Buildings, and of Co! Pro- 
perty in the village of Blennerhasset, and within 500 yards of Baggrow 
Station. The Mortgage will be knocked down to the highest bidder, 
above the undermentioned reserve prices :— 
If at 34 per cent. ,.. £14,250 | If at 4" cent. ... £19,000 

» 8 ” eve £15,200 » 4 ” vee £2 

a Ss ” ee £16,250 ed Ha 

» 4 ” ooo £17,500§ 4, 5B 55 

The highest bid at the respective rates will be determined propor. 
tionately to the reserve prices. 

A sum not exceeding £200 will be allowed for all the legal and other- 
expenses after the fall of the hammer. 

Written Proposals, accompanied by satisfactory references, will be 
received. 

Any respsctavle solicitor wi!l be given every reasonable opportunity 
of examining the title deeds, before the sale day, on application to 
MILLER TIFFIN at the farm. 

Baggrow, on the Bolton branch of the M. and C. Railway, is only 
about 1,000 yards from the farm house; and Brayton, on the M. and 
C. R., about two miles distant. 

For attested valuation (about £28,000) see conditions, 

Conditions of mortgage, plans, and other particulars on application to 

WILLIAM LAWSON, 
Blennerhasset, vid Carlisle. 





Thursday next.—Seven Sisters’-road, Holloway.—The Freehold Dwell- 
ing-house, 3, Boyton-cottages, Marylebone-street North, Durham- 
road—six rooms and offices, with garden; let at £24 per annum. 

VV ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

. will SELL the above, at the Mart, on Thursday next, July 28, 

at 2. 

Particulars of C. C. Hockley, Esq., conveyancer, 10, Bell-yard, Doc- 
tor’s-commons ; and of the auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





Lincoin-mews, Willesden -lane.—Two capitally-built three-stall Stables, 
with double coach-house and rooms over, well fitted with modern 
appliances ; also eight carcases, roofed in, comprising Nos. 4 & 5, 
and ll to 18, in the mews, adjoining the Prince of Wales Tavern, and 
about eight minutes’ walk from the Edgware-road. Held for 90 
years from Lady-day, 1869, at low ground-rents. 


N ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the Mart,on Tuesday, August 2, at 2, gin three 
lots, the above desirable sets of STABLING, with possession. 
Particulars of Messrs. Vallance & Vallance, solicitors, 20, Essex-street, 
Strand ; and of the auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





By order of the Mortgagees.—Finsbury-park.--Desirable long Lease- 
hold Villa Residences, for occupation and investment, situate in 
Seven Sisters’-road, near the Finsbury-park Station of the Great 
Northern Railway, and the Old Manor-house ; also the fully licensed 
public house known as Hornsey-wood Tavern, with possession. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL at the MART, on Tuesday, August 2, at 2, 

in six lots, a PAIR of semi-detached RESIDENCES, with coach-houses, 
stabling, and large gardens, known as Abbeville and Manchester 
lodges, otherwise 3 and 4, Claremont-villas, the former with possession, 
the latter let to a yearly tenant at the annual rent of £75; three 
convenient semi-detached Residences, of neat elevation, Nos. 9, 15, and 

16, Alexandra-villas, pleasantly situate, facing the new Finsbury- 

park, one let at £72 10s. per.annum, the other two in hand, all being 

held {for long terms at moderate ground rents; also the valuable 
licensed public house, known as the Hornsey-wood Tavern, occupying 

a@ most eligible position at the corner of Seven Sisters’ and Alexandra- 

roads, opposite one of the proposed entrances to the park. Held for 

99 years from Christmas, 1863, at a ground rent of £16 per annum, and 

for sale with possession. 

May be viewed, {and particulars had of Messrs, Vallance & Vallance, 
= 20, Essex-street, Strand ; and of the auctioneers, 80, Cheap- 
side. 

Taplow, Bucks.—A choice Freehold Residence, with gardens and 
grounds, in an admirzble situation, on the hill, near the church, and 
within 10 minutes’ walk of the Thames and of Taplow Station on the 
main Great Western Railway. 


MM BSSBS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
i are instructed by A. Pratt Barlow, Esq., to SELL at the MART, 
on Tuesday, August 2, at 2, the most attractive FREEHOLD RESI- 
DENCE, known as Wellbank, Although a spacious house, it may 
properly be described as a cottage ornee, containing eight bed rooms, 
two dressing rcoms, double drawing room, dining room, study, entrance 
hall, excellent kitchen, and offices, with underground cellars; it stands 
n very beautifully displayed and richly timbered grounds, with good 
kitchen garden, paddock, modern stabling, consisting of four loose boxes 
double coach house, cart shed, harness room, grvom’s room, gardener’s 
cottage, cowhouse, and poultry house ; the whole comprising an area of 
about 2a, 2r. 22p. The advantages of Taplow as a residence are so well 
known that it may be sufficient to remark the property is in the best 
part of the parish, within easy walk of the town of Maidenhead and 
only about 50 minutes’ by rail from London; it is in the midst of a 
good hunting district, and affords every facility for boating and fishing, 
being within 10 minutes walk of the river. Possession can be had on 
com pletion of the purchase, 

Full particulars of Messrs. Bockett & Sons, solicitors, 60, Lincoin’s- 
inn-fields, and of the auctioneers, 80, Cheapside, London, who will 
forward them by post and issue cards to view, without which the pro- 
perty cann_t be seen. 








